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PCA  BORROWERS  and  their  LOANS,  1966 


This  report  summarizes  results  of  a survey 
made  in  1966  of  characteristics  of  production 
credit  association  borrowers  and  their  loans. 
Information  is  presented  on  several  aspects  of 
loans  made  such  as  purpose  of  loan,  security 
used,  amounts  of  credit  advanced,  and  size  of 
loan.  Loans  also  are  analyzed  by  length  of 
membership  of  the  borrower,  age  of  borrower, 
and  by  whether  the  borrower  had  off-farm 
income.  Data  are  summarized  on  the  financial 
position  of  borrowers,  tenure  of  borrowers,  and 
types  of  farms  operated  by  PCA  members. 

Information  for  this  survey  was  obtained 
from  a 10  percent  random  sample  of  PCA 
borrowers  having  loans  outstanding  on  June  30, 
1966.  Descriptions  of  the  financial  position  of 
borrowers  are  based  on  the  most  recent 
financial  statements  of  borrowers  available  at 
the  time  of  the  survey.  Characteristics  of 
borrowers  such  as  length  of  membership,  age, 
and  type  of  farm  operated  are  as  of  the  date  of 
the  survey.  Data  relating  to  amounts  of  loans 
made  are  based  on  amounts  of  cash  advanced 
during  the  12  months  ending  June  30,  1966 
and  exclude  loan  renewals.  Where  possible,  data 
for  1966  are  compared  with  characteristics  of 
PCA  loans  obtained  in  similar  surveys  made  in 
1962  and  1956. 


PCAs  FURNISH  SHORT-  AND 
INTERMEDIATE-TERM  CREDIT 
TO  FARMERS 

Production  credit  associations  make 
short-  and  intermediate-term  loans  to  farmers  in 
the  United  States  and  Puerto  Rico.  Credit  is 
advanced  to  finance  annual  costs  of  producing 
crops  and  livestock,  and  for  other  purposes 
such  as  to  pay  for  the  purchase  of  farm 
machinery  and  equipment,  improve  land  and 
buildings,  refinance  short-term  debts  and 
purchase  breeding  and  foundation  livestock. 
While  about  80  percent  of  the  loans  made  by 
PCAs  are  for  periods  of  one  year  or  less,  the 


other  20  percent  of  the  loans  have  maturities 
ranging  up  to  seven  years. 

Nearly  375,000  farmers,  or  about 
one-eighth  of  all  farmers  in  the  United  States, 
borrow  from  PCAs.  During  1967  these  farmers 
obtained  $5.1  billion  of  credit  from  PCAs. 
Production  credit  associations  furnish  15 
percent  of  all  short-term  credit  used  by  farmers. 

There  are  459  PCAs  which  obtain  loan 
funds  mainly  by  discounting  farmers’  notes 
with,  and  by  borrowing  from,  Federal 
intermediate  credit  banks.  The  12  FICBs  in 
turn  receive  most  of  their  funds  from  the  sale 
of  short-term  debentures  to  investors. 

Because  PCAs  are  organized  as  credit 
cooperatives,  each  farmer  who  borrows  from 
them  becomes  a member  of  his  association  and 
owns  stock  in  it  equal  to  5 percent  of  his  loan. 
Farmers  therefore  own  the  PCAs  which  serve 
them  and  elect  the  directors  who  have 
responsibility  for  operation  of  the  associations. 

CREDIT  NEEDS  OF 
FARMERS  INCREASING 

Farmers  in  the  United  States  have  been 
using  increasing  amounts  of  credit.  Total  debt 
owed  by  farmers  at  the  beginning  of  the  year 
went  up  from  $10.7  billion  in  1950  to  $23.6 
billion  in  1960  and  $48.9  billion  in  1968.  This 
included  short-term  debts  equal  to  $5.2  billion 
in  1950,  about  $1 1.5  billion  in  1960  and  $23.5 
billion  in  1968  (table  1). 

Production  credit  associations  furnished 
15.0  percent  of  the  short-term  credit  used  by 
farmers  in  1968  as  compared  with  1 1.8  percent 
in  1960  and  7.5  percent  in  1950.  Farmers  also 
obtain  substantial  amounts  of  short-term  credit 
from  other  sources.  In  recent  years  commercial 
banks  have  accounted  for  about  40  percent  of 
the  short-term  credit  used  by  farmers. 


Merchants,  dealers,  and  individuals  provide  41 
percent,  while  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration  furnishes  3.5  percent. 
Agricultural  credit  corporations,  which 
rediscount  farmers  notes  with  the  Federal 
intermediate  credit  banks,  furnish  less  than  one 
percent  of  the  short-term  credit  used  by 
farmers. 

Increased  use  of  credit  by  farmers  is 
resulting  in  part  from  rapid  trends  toward 
commercialization  and  specialization  in 
agriculture.  As  agriculture  becomes  more 
commercialized,  farm  units  get  larger  and  more 
capital  is  needed.  These  increased  amounts  of 
capital  are  obtained  by  farmers  mainly  from 
savings  and  by  the  use  of  credit.  Average  value 
of  production  assets  used  per  farm  in  the 
United  States  is  now  about  $73,000  or 
considerably  more  than  the  average  of  $42,500 
in  1960  and  only  $17,400  in  1950.  Many 
commercial  farmers  use  assets  of  $200,000  or 
more. 

As  a result  of  increased 
commercialization  and  specialization,  farmers 
have  found  it  necessary  to  purchase  ever  larger 
amounts  of  the  inputs  used  in  production. 
Prices  paid  by  farmers  for  items  used  in 
production,  moreover,  are  nearly  40  percent 
higher  than  in  1950.  Production  expenses  now 
total  more  than  $34  billion  a year  as  compared 
with  $26  billion  in  1960  and  $19  billion  in 
1950.  To  finance  this  rise  in  expenditures, 
farmers  need  to  use  increasing  amounts  of 
short-  and  intermediate-term  credit. 

The  trend  to  commercialization  and 
specialization  is  making  agriculture  increasingly 
competitive.  To  succeed  under  competitive 
conditions,  it  is  necessary  for  individual  farmers 
to  continually  take  advantage  of  changes  in 
technology,  to  use  modern  and  efficient 
machinery  and  equipment,  and  to  make 
frequent  adjustments  in  their  operations. 
Farming  under  these  competitive  conditions 
requires  large  amounts  of  capital  and  credit. 
Intensified  competition  also  is  bringing  many 
well-informed  and  skilled  operators  into 


agriculture  who  realize  that  credit  can  be  used 
to  quickly  assemble  the  large  amounts  of 
capital  and  resources  needed  for  success  in 
commercial  farming. 

AMOUNTS  OF  PCA  LOANS 

Amounts  of  loans  made  by  PCAs  in  the 
United  States  have  increased  as  farmers  have 
made  greater  use  of  credit.  In  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1967,  PCAs  made  $5.1  billion 
of  loans  as  compared  with  $2.6  billion  in  1960 
and  $1.0  billion  in  1950  (table  2).  In  recent 
years,  from  28  to  31  percent  of  the  amount  of 
loans  made  has  represented  renewals  of  existing 
loans.  Many  of  these  renewals  are  planned  at 
the  time  loans  are  made,  and  include  cases 
where  the  loan  proceeds  were  used  to  purchase 
capital  items  and  the  entire  loan  therefore  was 
not  expected  to  be  repaid  in  one  year. 
Renewals  also  may  result  when  a borrower 
encounters  adverse  conditions  caused  by  crop 
failure,  or  a serious  decrease  in  prices  received 
for  products  sold.a 

Volume  of  loans  made  by  PCAs  varies 
considerably  between  Farm  Credit  districts. 
During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1966, 
amount  of  loans  made  by  PCAs  ranged  from 
$120  million  in  the  Springfield  district  and 
$133  million  at  Baltimore  to  $579  million  in 
Louisville  and  $572  million  in  the  St.  Louis 
district  (table  3).  These  differences  between 
districts  result  in  part  from  variations  in  the 
amount  of  agriculture  in  each  district.  For 
example,  the  value  of  agricultural  products  sold 
by  farmers  equals  only  about  $2.0  billion 
annually  in  both  the  Springfield  and  Baltimore 
districts.  By  contrast  the  value  of  products  sold 
equals  nearly  $4.0  billion  in  the  Louisville 
district  and  $5.0  billion  in  the  St.  Louis  district. 
There  are  differences  between  districts  also  in 
the  extent  of  farmers’  needs  for  credit  and  in 
the  degree  of  competition  from  other  lenders 
supplying  short-term  credit. 

aUnless  otherwise  indicated,  data  on  PCA  loans 
included  in  this  report  are  based  on  48  states  and 
exclude  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico. 
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The  average  size  of  PCA  loans 
outstanding  on  June  30,  1966  was  $9,800. 
Average  size  ranged  from  $6,390  in  the 
Baltimore  district  to  $23,640  at  Berkeley  (table 
3).  The  number  of  borrowers  and  the  amount 
of  loans  are  classified  by  size  of  loan 
outstanding  in  1966,  1962  and  1956  in  tables  4 
and  5.  Numbers  of  borrowers  and  amounts  of 
cash  advanced  (excluding  renewals)  during  the 
years  ending  June  30,  1956  and  1966  are 
classified  in  tables  6 and  7 by  the  size  of 
amount  of  cash  advanced. 


PURPOSES  OF  LOANS 

During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1966,  PCAs  in  the  United  States  made  total 
cash  advances  of  $3.2  billion  to  borrowers.  This 
included  estimated  advances  of  $1.7  billion  to 
help  pay  current  operating  and  living  expenses, 
$0.4  billion  to  buy  feeder  livestock,  and  $1.1 
billion  for  capital  and  other  purposes.  Between 
1956  and  1966  advances  to  finance  the 
purchase  of  feeder  livestock  went  up  most 
rapidly  and  increased  262  percent.  Advances 
for  capital  and  other  purposes  increased  245 
percent,  while  advances  for  current  operating 
and  family  living  expenses  rose  only  169 
percent  (table  8). 

PCA  loans  are  used  by  seventy-nine 
percent  of  the  borrowers  to  help  pay  for 
current  expenses.  About  two-thirds  of  the 
amount  of  loans  made  by  PCAs  is  used  for  this 
purpose.3  Loans  for  capital  and  other  purposes 
are  made  to  eighty-two  percent  of  the 
borrowers  who  use  only  one-third  of  all  credit 
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received  for  this  purpose.  The  proportions  of 
PCA  loans  made  for  these  two  major  purposes 
have  not  changed  greatly  since  1956  (tables  9 
and  10). 

Purposes  for  which  PCA  loans  are  made 
differ  between  parts  of  the  country.  For 
example,  in  the  Springfield  and  Baltimore 
districts  only  about  one-half  of  the  borrowers 
use  42  to  44  percent  of  the  cash  advanced  to 
finance  current  expenses.  By  contrast  over 
ninety  percent  of  the  borrowers  in  most 
districts  west  of  the  Mississippi  River  use  65  to 
80  percent  of  the  cash  advanced  to  pay  current 
expenses.  While  seventy-five  to  ninety  percent 
of  the  borrowers  in  all  districts  use  part  of  the 
advances  received  for  capital  purposes,  the 
proportion  of  the  amount  used  for  capital 
purposes  ranges  from  a high  of  58  percent  at 
Springfield  to  only  18  percent  in  Berkeley. 

The  most  important  capital  purpose  for 
which  loans  are  made  is  for  the  purchase  of 
machinery  and  equipment.  Forty-three  percent 
of  the  borrowers  use  1 1 percent  of  the  amount 
of  their  loans  for  this  purpose.  The  three  next 


3 Two  kinds  of  data  on  amounts  of  PCA  loans  that  were  obtained  from  the  survey  are  summarized  in  this  report. 
One  kind  relates  to  the  amount  of  cash  advanced  to  PCA  borrowers  during  the  12  months  ending  June  30,  1966, 
excluding  loan  renewals.  In  this  report  such  amounts  usually  are  referred  to  as  amount  of  cash  advanced,  or  as 
amount  of  loans  made  or  as  credit  furnished.  Since  all  advances  made  to  an  individual  borrower  are  treated  as 
one  loan,  the  terms,  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances,  and  number  of  loans  made,  are  used 
interchangeably.  The  other  kind  of  data  on  PCA  loans  relates  to  amount  of  loans  outstanding  and  includes  the 
total  amount  owed  by  the  borrower  to  the  PCA  on  a specific  date,  such  as  June  30.  The  term  total  number  of 
borrowers  usually  refers  to  the  total  number  having  loans  outstanding  on  June  30,  regardless  of  whether  some  of 
these  borrowers  did  not  receive  advances  in  the  previous  12  months.  Total  number  of  borrowers,  and  total 
number  of  loans,  therefore  are  used  interchangeably. 

In  addition  to  data  on  PCA  loans,  this  report  mentions  the  total  debt,  total  non-real  estate  debt,  and  total  real 
estate  mortgage  debt  of  PCA  borrowers.  Such  data  on  total  debts  refer  to  outstanding  debts  owed  by  the 
borrower  to  all  lenders  as  of  the  date  of  his  most  recent  financial  statement  furnished  to  the  PCA  during  the  12 
months  ending  June  30,  1966. 
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most  important  capital  purposes  of  loans  are  to 
improve  land  and  buildings,  buy  other 
livestock,  and  pay  debts.  From  sixteen  to 
eighteen  percent  of  the  borrowers  use  from  4 to 
7 percent  of  credit  received  for  each  of  these 
purposes.  Less  than  five  percent  of  the 
borrowers  use  2.6  percent  of  the  funds 
advanced  for  the  purchase  of  farm  real  estate. 

It  is  apparent  from  table  11  that 
eighty-five  percent  of  the  borrowers  who 
receive  PC  A credit  to  buy  farm  real  estate, 
obtain  loans  of  less  than  $15,000  for  this 
purpose.  Such  loans,  moreover,  average  only 
$10,130  (table  12).  This  suggests  that  loans  for 
this  purpose  probably  are  mainly  for  the 
purchase  of  small  add-on  tracts  of  land. 

Information  on  the  number  and  amount 
of  PCA  loans  used  for  different  purposes  within 
each  state  is  shown  in  tables  13  and  14. 

MATURITIES  OF  LOANS 

Loans  with  maturities  of  one  year  or  less 
are  obtained  by  seventy-eight  percent  of  PCA 
borrowers  who  receive  85  percent  of  all  cash 
advanced.  The  other  twenty-two  percent  of  the 
borrowers  are  about  equally  divided  between 
those  who  receive  loans  with  maturities  of  one 
to  three  years,  and  those  having  loan  maturities 
of  over  three  years.  Only  5 percent  of  the  cash 
advanced,  however,  has  maturities  of  one  to 
three  years  while  10  percent  of  the  amount 
advanced  is  for  more  than  three  years.  Since 
1962,  the  percentage  of  the  number  of 
borrowers  obtaining  loans  with  maturities  of 
one  year  or  less  has  decreased  only  slightly 
from  seventy-nine  to  seventy-eight  percent. 
However,  the  proportion  of  all  cash  advanced 
for  one  year  or  less  has  declined  from  89  to  85 
percent  (tables  15  and  16). 

The  percentage  of  loans  made  for  one 
year  or  less  varies  widely  between  parts  of  the 
country.  In  the  Springfield  district  loans  with 
maturities  of  one  year  or  less  include  only 
thirty-nine  percent  of  the  borrowers  and  46 


percent  of  the  cash  advanced.  By  contrast 
ninety-five  percent  of  the  borrowers  in  the 
Houston  district  obtain  97  percent  of  the  cash 
advanced  on  maturities  of  one  year  or  less. 

Financing  of  current  expenses  is  the  most 
important  use  made  of  PCA  loans  maturing  in 
one  year  or  less.  Eighty-eight  percent  of  the 
borrowers  who  obtain  such  loans  use  77 
percent  of  the  credit  advanced  for  one  year  or 
less  to  finance  current  expenses.  Only 
sixty-nine  percent  of  the  borrowers  use  23 
percent  of  such  credit  for  capital  purposes 
(tables  17  and  18). 

Purposes  for  which  PCA  loans  with 
maturities  of  more  than  one  year  are  made  are 
shown  in  tables  19  and  20.  By  definition  all 
loans  with  maturities  of  more  than  one  year  are 
made  for  capital  and  other  purposes.  The  most 
important  purpose  for  which  such  loans  are 
used  is  to  finance  the  purchase  of  machinery 
and  equipment.  Nearly  two-thirds  of  the 
borrowers  use  42  percent  of  such  credit 
received  for  this  purpose.  The  next  most 
important  purposes  for  which  loans  with 
maturities  of  more  than  one  year  are  made  are 
to  improve  land  and  buildings,  and  to  pay 
debts.  Least  important  purposes  are  to  buy 
livestock  and  purchase  farm  real  estate. 


SECURITY 

Decreases  have  occurred  in  the 
proportion  of  PCA  loans  secured  only  by 
chattel  mortgages,  while  farm  real  estate 
mortgage  security  has  increased  in  importance. 
Only  fifty-seven  percent  of  the  number  of  loans 
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made  in  the  United  States  were  secured  only  by 
chattel  mortgages  in  1966  as  compared  with 
seventy-one  percent  in  1956.  Fifty-three 
percent  of  the  amount  of  loans  made  in  1966 
were  secured  only  by  chattel  mortgages,  a 
significant  decline  from  70  percent  in  1956 
(tables  22  and  23). 

Farm  real  estate  mortgages  are  included 
as  security  on  twenty-four  percent  of  all  PCA 
loans,  up  sharply  from  ten  percent  in  1956. 
Moreover,  35  percent  of  the  amount  advanced 
is  secured  by  farm  real  estate  mortgages  as 
compared  with  17  percent  in  1956.  Only 
slightly  over  four  percent  of  the  number  and 
2.5  percent  of  the  amount  of  loans  made, 
however,  are  secured  solely  by  farm  real  estate 
mortgages. 

Local  conditions  result  in  differences 
between  districts  in  the  kinds  of  security  used 
by  PCA  borrowers.  For  example,  in  the 
Columbia  district  only  twenty-seven  percent  of 
the  number  of  loans  and  14  percent  of  the 
amount  advanced  are  secured  only  by  chattel 
mortgages.  However,  sixty-nine  percent  of  the 
number  and  84  percent  of  the  amount  of  loans 
made  in  this  district  have  farm  real  estate 
security.  By  contrast  seventy -nine  percent  of 
the  number  and  76  percent  of  the  amount  of 
loans  in  the  St.  Paul  district  use  chattel 
mortgages  as  the  only  security.  In  this  latter 
district  only  six  percent  of  the  number  and  17 
percent  of  the  amount  of  loans  have  farm  real 
estate  security. 

PCA  loans  having  maturities  of  one  year 
or  less  tend  to  be  made  on  about  the  same  kind 
of  security  as  all  loans.  Fifty-nine  percent  of 
the  number  and  55  percent  of  the  amount  of 
loans  with  maturities  of  one  year  or  less  are 
secured  only  by  chattel  mortgages. 
Furthermore, twenty-two  percent  of  the 
number  and  33  percent  of  the  amount  of  such 
loans  include  farm  real  estate  mortgages  in  the 
security  (tables  24  and  25). 

Loans  with  maturities  of  more  than  one 
year  show  less  dependence  on  chattel  mortgages 


for  security  and  greater  use  of  real  estate 
security.  Only  forty-nine  percent  of  the  number 
of  such  loans  and  41  percent  of  the  amount  use 
chattel  mortgages  as  the  sole  security.  However, 
thirty-two  percent  of  the  number  and  45 
percent  of  the  amount  of  these  loans  are  based 
on  farm  real  estate  security  (tables  26  and  27). 

Kinds  of  security  used  by  farm  owners 
differ  only  slightly  from  the  security  used  by  all 
PCA  borrowers.  Fifty-four  percent  of  the 
owners  use  chattel  mortgages  as  the  only 
security  as  compared  with  Fifty-seven  percent 
for  all  borrowers  (tables  22  and  30).  Chattel 
mortgages  are  the  only  security  on  50  percent 
of  the  amount  advanced  to  owners  and  53 
percent  for  all  borrowers.  Farm  real  estate 
mortgages  secure  38  percent  of  the  amount  of 
credit  advanced  to  owners,  or  slightly  more 
than  the  35  percent  for  all  borrowers  (tables  23 
and  31). 

PCA  borrowers  now  make  only  slightly 
more  use  of  Federal  land  bank  loans  than  in 
1 962.  Among  the  PCA  borrowers  owning 
farms,  30.5  percent  have  land  bank  loans  as 
compared  with  30.3  percent  in  1962  (tables  33 
and  34).  Mortgage  lenders  other  than  the  land 
banks  now  serve  forty-two  percent  of  PCA 
borrowers  which  is  nearly  the  same  as  the 
forty-one  percent  in  1962. 

NET  WORTH  OF  BORROWERS 

The  average  net  worth  of  PCA  borrowers 
has  increased  in  the  past  decade.  In  1966  only 
eleven  percent  of  the  borrowers  had  a net 
worth  of  less  than  $10,000  as  compared  with 
thirty-three  percent  in  1956.  Between  the  same 
years  those  with  a net  worth  of  $10,000  to 
$24,999  decreased  from  thirty-five  to 
twenty-six  percent  of  the  borrowers.  By 
contrast  there  was  a significant  rise  from  27  to 
49  percent  in  the  number  of  borrowers  with  a 
net  worth  of  $25,000  to  $99,999.  In  1966 
nearly  fourteen  percent  of  the  borrowers  had  a 
net  worth  of  $100,000  or  more,  as  against  only 
five  percent  in  1956  (table  35). 
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Average  Net  Worth  of  PCA  Borrowers 
Has  Increased  in  the  Past  Decade 


1956  1966 


1956  1966 


Average  net  worth  of  all  PCA  borrowers 
in  the  United  States  increased  from  $26,000  in 
1956  to  $63,000  in  1966.  Between  the  same 
years  average  net  worth  of  all  farmers  in  the 
United  States  increased  from  $35,000  to 
$70,000.  Net  worth  of  all  farmers  averages 
somewhat  larger  than  for  PCA  borrowers  partly 
because  40  percent  of  all  farmers  have  no  debt. 
PCA  borrowers  also  include  many  farmers  who 
are  using  credit  to  acquire  resources  and  expand 
operations  (table  37). 

Net  worths  of  individual  PCA  borrowers 
have  not  increased  equally  since  1956.  When 
borrowers  are  grouped  by  size  of  loan  received 
from  the  PCA,  it  becomes  apparent  that  small 
borrowers  (those  who  received  advances  of  less 
than  $10,000)  had  the  greatest  percentage 
increases  in  net  worth  between  1956  and  1966. 
Their  net  worths  increased  on  the  average  from 
50  to  205  percent  between  1956  and  1966. 
Such  borrowers  probably  had  off-farm  incomes 
which  helped  them  to  improve  their  financial 
position.  Large-sized  borrowers  who  received 
advances  of  $100,000  or  more  from  PCAs  also 
made  financial  progress  between  1956  and 
1966  as  indicated  by  an  88  percent  increase  in 
their  average  net  worth.  Only  limited  financial 
progress,  however,  was  made  by  medium-sized 
borrowers  who  received  advances  of  $ 1 0,000  to 
$99,999.  Borrowers  in  this  latter  group  had 
changes  in  average  net  worth  which  ranged 
from  minus  five  percent  to  increases  of  only  14 
to  21  percent  (table  38).  Because  PCAs  made 


loans  to  more  borrowers  in  the  larger  sized  loan 
and  net  worth  groups  in  1966  than  in  1956,  the 
percentage  increases  in  net  worth  for  all 
borrowers  shown  in  the  total  column  in  table 
38  are  larger  than  most  of  the  percentage 
increases  shown  for  borrowers  in  each  of  the 
loan  size  groups. 


AMOUNT  OF  CREDIT  ADVANCED 

Amount  of  credit  that  can  be  extended 
to  a borrower  ordinarily  is  based  on  the  lender’s 
judgment,  after  reviewing  the  applicant’s  needs, 
financial  position,  and  ability  to  repay.  While 
no  arbitrary  rules  can  be  formed  to  measure 
how  much  credit  should  be  made  available  to  a 
borrower,  the  data  for  PCA  borrowers 
summarized  in  tables  39,  40  and  41  give  a 
general  indication  of  amounts  of  credit  used.  If 
it  should  be  assumed  that  85  percent  of  PCA 
borrowers  use  a reasonable  amount  of  credit, 
then  it  might  be  concluded  that  use  of  credit  is 
approaching  a workable  limit  when  it  reaches  or 
exceeds  the  following  levels: 

Short-term  debt  equal  to: 

60  percent  of  net  worth 
70  percent  of  non-real  estate  assets 
100  percent  of  gross  cash  farm  income 
90  percent  of  total  gross  cash  income 

Total  debt  equal  to: 

50  percent  of  total  assets 

While  these  limits  give  a rough  measure  of 
amounts  of  credit  used  by  many  PCA 
borrowers,  amounts  of  credit  used  by  individual 
farmers  will  vary  considerably  depending  on  the 
borrower’s  financial  position,  his  farming 
ability,  type  of  farm,  etc. 


TYPE  OF  OPERATOR 

Some  decrease  has  occurred  in  PCA  loans 
made  to  full-time  farmers  while  loans  to 
part-time  farmers  have  increased.  Loans  to 
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Mott  PCA  Borrowers  are  Either  Full-Time 
or  Part-Time  Farmers 

PERCENT 


full-time  farmers  decreased  from  seventy-five 
percent  of  the  number  of  PCA  borrowers  in 
1956  to  sixty-six  percent  in  1966  and  the 
amount  loaned  to  such  borrowers  decreased 
from  73.0  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  cash 
advanced  by  PCAs  in  1956  to  72.9  percent  in 
1966.  Between  1956  and  1966  loans  to 
part-time  farmers,  however,  increased  from 
eighteen  to  twenty-seven  percent  of  the  number 
of  borrowers  and  from  8.4  to  1 1 .6  percent  of 
the  amount  of  cash  advanced  (tables  42  and 
43).  These  changes  reflect  trends  in  United 
States  agriculture  where  full-time  farms  are 
decreasing  in  number  as  they  become  larger. 
Part-time  farms  are  increasing  in  importance  as 
farmers  on  small-sized  units  find  more  sources 
of  non-farm  income  available  to  them. 

PCAs  are  serving  fewer  farmers  who  are 
operating  as  partnerships.  About  four  percent 
of  the  number  of  loans  are  now  made  to 
partnerships  as  compared  with  six  percent  in 
1956.  Amount  of  loans  made  to  partnerships 
decreased  from  over  14  percent  of  total  cash 
advanced  in  1956  to  less  than  10  percent  in 
1966.  These  decreases  probably  result  from  the 
trend  toward  fewer  partnerships  in  agriculture 
occurring  in  recent  years. 

There  has  been  a moderate  increase  in 
loans  to  incorporated  farms.  Such  loans  went 
up  from  0.3  percent  of  the  number  of  PCA 
loans  made  in  1956  to  0.6  percent  in  1966. 
Between  the  same  years  amounts  of  loans  made 
to  corporations  increased  from  3.5  to  4.7 


percent  of  the  total  amount  of  loans  made. 
While  the  number  of  farms  operated  as 
corporations  in  the  United  States  is  relatively 
small,  there  has  been  a gradual  increase  in  the 
number  of  such  farms. 

When  the  size  of  farming  operations  of 
different  types  of  PCA  borrowers  are 
compared,  corporations  are  the  largest  while 
partnerships  are  second  largest.  Next  in  size  are 
full-time  farmers.  Part-time  farmers  have  the 
smallest  operations.  Corporation  farms  which 
borrow  from  PCAs  have  average  assets  of 
$483,000,  partnerships  average  $203,000, 
full-time  farmers  $88,000,  and  part-time 
farmers  $65,000.  Average-sized  PCA  loans 
made  to  corporations  equal  $112,000, 
partnerships  $33,000,  full-time  farmers 
$15,000,  and  part-time  farmers  only  $5,700 
(tables  44  and  45). 


LENGTH  OF  MEMBERSHIP 

About  seventy-five  percent  of  PCA 
borrowers  have  been  members  of  their 
associations  for  more  than  three  years.  Another 
fourteen  percent  have  been  members  for  one  to 
three  years,  while  eleven  percent  have  been 
members  for  less  than  one  year  (table  46). 

Three-Fourths  of  All  PCA  Borrowers 
Have  Been  Members  for  Over  3 Years 


Under 


Length  of  Membership 


320-  864  0-68—2 
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New  borrowers  from  PCAs  have 
characteristics  which  distinguish  them  from 
borrowers  who  have  been  members  for  more 
than  three  years.  Average  age  of  new  members 
is  only  41  as  compared  with  49  for  those  who 
have  been  members  over  three  years.  Off-farm 
income  is  received  by  61  percent  of  the  new 
members  but  only  by  52  percent  of  those  who 
have  been  members  for  over  three  years  (table 
47). 

PCA  borrowers  use  credit  obtained  from 
their  associations  to  expand  their  farm 
operations.  This  is  indicated  by  the  fact  that 
borrowers  who  have  been  members  for  over 
three  years  have  average  assets  of  over  $90,000 
as  compared  with  $83,000  for  new  members. 
Members  who  have  been  with  the  association 
for  over  three  years  have  an  average  gross  farm 
income  of  $21,650,  or  35  percent  more  than 
the  average  gross  farm  income  of  $15,970  for 
new  members. 


AGE  OF  BORROWER 

PCAs  serve  farmers  in  all  of  the  principal 
age  groups.  Young  farmers  under  35  years  of 
age  make  up  fourteen  percent  of  PCA 
borrowers.  While  fifty-eight  percent  of  PCA 
borrowers  are  between  the  ages  of  35  and  54, 
older  farmers  who  are  age  55  or  over  account 
for  twenty-eight  percent  of  the  borrowers. 
Because  PCAs  were  established  to  finance 
agricultural  production,  PCAs  tend  to  have  a 
larger  than  average  proportion  of  borrowers  in 
the  age  group  of  35  to  54  which  includes  many 
farmers  who  are  using  credit  to  expand  their 
operations.  Only  48  percent  of  all  farmers  in 
the  United  States  are  in  this  age  group  as 


compared  with  58  percent  for  PCA  borrowers 
(table  48). 

Farmers  who  use  credit  services  of  PCAs 
typically  achieve  considerable  success  during 
their  working  years  in  expanding  their  farming 
operations  and  improving  their  net  worth. 
Average  net  worth  of  PCA  borrowers  increases 
from  $26,570  for  those  under  30  years  of  age 
up  to  $76,970  for  those  60  years  of  age  and 
older.  Similarly  average  total  assets  of 
borrowers  equal  only  $43,480  for  those  under 
age  30  but  rise  to  more  than  $97,000  for 
borrowers  age  60  years  and  over  (tables  49  and 
50). 

OFF-FARM  INCOME 

About  fifty-three  percent  of  PCA 
borrowers  receive  income  from  off-farm 
sources.  Nearly  thirteen  percent  of  the 
borrowers  receive  such  income  in  amounts  of 
less  than  $2,000  per  annum  while  thirty-four 
percent  have  off-farm  incomes  of  $2,000  to 
$9,999.  Only  six  percent  of  the  borrowers  have 
off-farm  incomes  of  over  $10,000  (table  51). 

Many  of  the  PCA  borrowers  who  have 
off-farm  income  have  smaller  farm  operations 
and  use  less  credit  than  borrowers  who  have  no 
off-farm  income.  For  example,  borrowers  who 
have  no  off-farm  income  have  average  assets  of 
$99,710  while  borrowers  who  have  off-farm 
incomes  of  less  than  $10,000  have  average 
assets  of  only  $42,920  to  $64,650.  Borrowers 
with  $10,000  or  more  of  off-farm  income, 
however,  tend  to  have  large  farming  operations 
including  assets  ranging  from  $159,000  up  to 
$642,000  (table  52). 


PCAt  Sarva  Former*  in  All  Ag«  Groups 


Und«r  35  to  40  to  45  to  50  to  55  to  60  and 
35  39  44  49  54  59  Ovor 

Ago  Group  in  Yoars 


PCA  loans  to  borrowers  with  no  off-farm 
income  average  $18,380.  By  contrast  advances 
to  borrowers  with  off-farm  incomes  of  less  than 
$25,000  are  smaller  and  range  from  $6,300  to 
$17,180.  However,  borrowers  with  large 
off-farm  incomes  of  $25,000  or  more  obtain 
large  loans  from  the  associations  which  average 
$54,120  (table  53). 
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Mor«  Than  Half  of  All  PCA  Borrowers 
Havo  Off-Farm  Incomo 


TYPE  OF  FARM 

Changes  have  occurred  in  the  last  decade 
in  kinds  of  farms  financed  by  PCAs.  Most  of 
these  changes  have  resulted  from  shifts  made  by 
farmers  in  quantities  of  agricultural 
commodities  produced. 

Advances  made  to  finance  operations  on 
meat  animal  farms  increased  from  nineteen 
percent  of  the  number  of  PCA  loans  made  in 
1956  to  twenty-three  percent  in  1966.  Between 
the  same  years  financing  of  poultry  farms  went 
up  from  1.9  to  3.7  percent  of  the  number  of 
loans,  while  loans  on  cash  grain  farms  rose  from 
nine  to  twelve  percent.  A decrease  occurred  in 
financing  of  cotton  farms  which  were  off  from 
14  percent  of  the  number  of  loans  in  1956  to  5 


Livestock  Feeders  Account  for  Less  Than  5 Percent 
of  the  Borrowers  but  They  Receive  One-Fourth 
of  the  Amount  of  PCA  Loans 


Percent  of 
Borrowers 


Percent  of 
Amount  of 
Loans 


percent  in  1966.  There  were  only  small  changes 
in  numbers  of  other  kinds  of  farms  financed. 
Financing  of  dairy  farms  remained  stable  at 
eighteen  percent  of  the  loans.  Specialty  crop 
farms  held  about  constant  at  thirteen  percent 
of  the  loans  while  general  farms  were  steady  at 
twenty-five  percent  (table  54). 

Data  summarized  in  tables  55  and  56 
highlight  the  importance  of  livestock  feeders  in 
PCA  lending  operations.  In  these  tables 
livestock  feeders  are  defined  as  including  only 
borrowers  who  obtained  an  advance  of  $5,000 
or  more  to  feed  livestock  in  the  year  ending 
June  30,  1966.a  Livestock  feeders  account  for 
less  than  five  percent  of  the  number  of  PCA 
borrowers  but  they  receive  24  percent  of  all 
money  loaned  by  PCAs.  They  received  an 
average  advance  of  $69,670  from  their 
associations  as  compared  with  an  average  of 
$10,970  received  by  all  other  borrowers.  Assets 
of  livestock  feeders  average  $220,150,  or 
considerably  more  than  the  $82,730  for  all 
other  borrowers. 


TENURE 

Farm  owners  are  becoming  more 
important  as  PCA  borrowers  while  tenants  and 
landlords  are  becoming  relatively  less 
important.  In  1966  nearly  82  percent  of  the 
borrowers  were  owners  as  compared  with  76 
percent  in  1956.  Between  the  same  years 
tenants  decreased  from  twenty-one  to  fifteen 
percent  of  the  number  of  borrowers  while 
landlords  declined  from  3.4  to  3.0  percent 
(tables  57  and  58).  These  trends  are  largely  the 
result  of  changes  in  American  agriculture.  The 


a Livestock  feeding  is  referred  to  in  three  different 
ways  in  this  report.  In  tables  8 to  18  the  term  “Buy 
feeder  livestock”  describes  the  number  of  borrowers 
who  used  loan  proceeds  to  buy  feeder  livestock,  or 
the  amount  of  loan  proceeds  used  for  this  purpose.  In 
table  54  “Livestock  feeder”  indicates  the  number  of 
PCA  borrowers  whose  type  of  farming  on  June  30, 
1966  was  mainly  livestock  feeding.  The  term 
“Livestock  feeders”  in  tables  55  and  56  includes  only 
borrowers  who  received  advances  of  $5,000  or  more 
for  livestock  feeding  during  the  12  months  ending 
June  30,  1966. 
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percentage  of  farmers  who  are  owners  has 
increased  in  the  last  decade  but  the  proportions 
who  are  tenants  and  absentee  owners  have 
decreased. 


FINANCIAL  POSITION 
OF  BORROWERS 

Information  on  the  financial  position  of 
PCA  borrowers  is  summarized  in  tables  59,  60, 
61.  These  tables  classify  the  financial  position 
and  income  of  borrowers  in  three  ways:  by 
amount  of  cash  advanced  by  the  PCA,  by 
amount  of  gross  cash  farm  income  received  by 
the  borrower,  and  by  amount  of  assets  owned 
by  the  borrower.  Data  in  these  tables  suggest 
that  borrowers’  debts,  net  worth,  and  incomes 
are  most  closely  related  to  amount  of  assets 
held  by  the  borrower.  Financial  position  of  the 
borrower  shows  a somewhat  less  definite 
relation  to  amount  of  credit  advanced  and  to 


Four-Fifths  of  All  PCA  Borrowers  Hovo  Loss  Than 
$100,000  of  Assots  Por  Borrower 


Assets  Per  Borrower 


amount  of  farm  income  received.  There  is  one 
exception  to  this  general  pattern,  however.  The 
percentage  of  borrowers  receiving  off-farm 
income  has  a clear-cut  inverse  relationship  to 
the  amount  of  gross  cash  farm  income  received 
per  borrower. 


10 


LIST  OF  TABLES 

Trends  in  PCA  loans 

Table 

number 

1-3 

Size  of  loans 

4-7 

Purposes  and  maturities  of  loans 

8-21 

Security 

22-34 

Net  worth  of  borrowers 

35-38 

Amount  of  credit  advanced 

39-41 

Type  of  operator 

42-45 

Length  of  membership 

46-47 

Age  of  borrower 

48-50 

Borrowers  with,  and  without, 
off-farm  income 

51-53 

Type  of  farm 

54-56 

Tenure  of  borrower 

57-58 

Assets,  liabilities,  and  incomes 
of  borrowers 

59-61 

TABLE  1 — Total  amount  of  non-real  estate  farm  debt  outstanding,  and  percent 
held  by  each  type  of  lender.  United  States,  1940-681 
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TABLE  2 — Number  of  production  credit  associations,  amount  of  loans  made,  and 
amount  of  loans  outstanding,  1945-67 
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Beginning  in  1959  represents  number  of  members  having  outstanding  loans. 
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TABLE  4 — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  who  had  specified  amounts  of  loan 
balances  outstanding,  as  of  June  30,  1956,  1962,  and  1966 


District 

Amount  of  PCA  loan  balance  outstanding 

$500  or  less 

$501  to  1,000 

$1,001  to  2,000 

$2,001  to  3,000 

$3,001  to  5,000 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of  total  number  of  borrowers) 

Springfield 

12.9 

7.9 

6.1 

14.3 

9.1 

6.8 

23.4 

15.6 

12.4 

17.0 

12.9 

10.0 

17.4 

17.4 

14.7 

Baltimore1 

19.6 

14.0 

9.2 

18.9 

14.0 

10.5 

23.6 

18.0 

15.8 

13.2 

13.2 

11.8 

12.3 

15.7 

16.2 

Columbia 

24.6 

12.2 

8.2 

26.2 

15.8 

11.2 

23.9 

20.4 

16.8 

9.9 

13.2 

12.1 

7.7 

14.5 

15.4 

Louisville 

18.6 

10.9 

8.8 

19.7 

14.3 

11.3 

24.0 

21.2 

18.3 

14.0 

13.9 

13.0 

12.7 

15.5 

15.7 

Mew  Orleans 

36.1 

18.6 

11.6 

21.1 

15.4 

11.4 

16.6 

16.5 

12.9 

7.1 

9.2 

9.3 

7.3 

11.2 

12.0 

St.  Louis 

16.1 

10.0 

7.1 

16.0 

10.7 

7.9 

21.1 

15.7 

13.4 

13.3 

11.3 

10.4 

14.7 

15.1 

14.0 

St.  Paul 

12.6 

10.6 

7.4 

15.2 

12.4 

10.3 

25.5 

18.2 

16.1 

17.9 

11.7 

11.0 

18.0 

15.7 

14.6 

Omaha 

8.4 

11.0 

8.4 

8.8 

9.4 

7.3 

18.0 

12.1 

10.2 

17.1 

8.9 

7.4 

21.2 

15.0 

10.8 

Wichita 

9.3 

7.2 

5.8 

9.6 

6.8 

5.9 

17.5 

11.1 

9.6 

13.3 

9.3 

6.9 

17.2 

13.4 

11.2 

Houston 

14.8 

9.8 

9.8 

12.4 

8.3 

7.2 

18.0 

12.6 

11.8 

12.0 

10.3 

8.6 

14.6 

13.7 

12.3 

Berkeley 

9.3 

5.3 

5.3 

9.9 

5.4 

4.6 

17.3 

10.6 

8.9 

11.7 

8.1 

6.9 

14.4 

12.6 

10.8 

Spokane 

7.3 

4.2 

3.9 

9.7 

6.0 

6.1 

18.7 

11.0 

10.7 

14.4 

9.2 

8.6 

17.3 

14.9 

12.0 

Total1 

18.5 

10.9 

8.0 

17.6 

12.2 

9.5 

21.6 

17.2 

14.8 

12.9 

11.8 

10.7 

13.2 

14.9 

14.2 

Cumulative 

Percentage 

18.5 

10.9 

8.0 

36.1 

23.1 

17.5 

57.7 

40.3 

32.3 

70.6 

52.1 

43.0 

83.8 

67.0 

57.2 

Amount  of  PCA  loan  balance  outstanding 

District 

$5,001  to 
10,000 

$10,001  to 
25,000 

$25,001  to 
50,000 

$50,001  to 
100,0002 

over 

$100,00(T 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of  total  number  of  borrowers) 

Springfield 

11.2 

21.2 

21.8 

3.3 

13.6 

21.3 

0.4 

1.9 

5.4 

0.1 

0.4 

1 2 

- 

3 

0.3 

Baltimore1 

8.3 

15.3 

18.2 

3.2 

7.8 

13.7 

0.7 

1.4 

3.3 

0.2 

0.5 

0.9 

- 

0.1 

0.4 

Columbia 

5.0 

12.6 

17.0 

2.2 

8.0 

12.7 

0.4 

2.3 

4.2 

0.1 

0.7 

1.6 

- 

0.3 

0.8 

Louisville 

8.1 

14.5 

17.0 

2.5 

7.7 

11.9 

0.3 

1.5 

2.8 

0.1 

0.4 

0.9 

— 

0.1 

0.3 

Mew  Orleans 

6.3 

13.0 

16.2 

4.2 

10.8 

17.1 

1.0 

3.9 

6.6 

0.3 

1.2 

2.2 

— 

0.2 

0.7 

St.  Louis 

12.2 

18.2 

19.5 

5.4 

13.9 

18.8 

1.0 

3.7 

6.1 

0.2 

1.1 

2.1 

- 

0.3 

0.7 

St.  Paul 

8.6 

18.5 

19.4 

2.0 

10.4 

16.5 

0.2 

2.0 

3.6 

3 

0.4 

0.9 

- 

0.1 

0.2 

Omaha 

16.5 

21.6 

18.9 

7.6 

16.0 

23.1 

1.5 

4.1 

9.2 

0.9 

1.4 

3.3 

— 

0.5 

1.4 

Wichita 

17.6 

20.6 

17.4 

11.5 

19.8 

23.4 

2.9 

7.4 

11.1 

1.1 

3.0 

5.5 

- 

1.4 

3.2 

Houston 

15.0 

18.3 

17.9 

9.7 

17.6 

18.8 

2.3 

6.0 

7.9 

1.2 

2.3 

3.7 

- 

1.1 

2.0 

Berkeley 

16.9 

18.6 

16.6 

13.9 

21.7 

22.4 

4.7 

10.1 

13.2 

1.9 

5.2 

6.9 

- 

2.4 

4.4 

Spokane 

17.6 

22.4 

17.5 

10.7 

21.3 

23.1 

2.9 

7.2 

11.5 

1.4 

2.7 

4.6 

— 

1.1 

2.0 

Total1 

10.0 

16.7 

18.1 

4.8 

11.7 

16.5 

1.0 

3.2 

5.4 

0.4 

1.0 

2.0 

- 

0.4 

0.8 

Cumulative 

Percentage 

93.8 

83.7 

75.3 

98.6 

95.4 

91.8 

99.6 

98.6 

97.2 

100.0 

99.6 

99.2 

100.0100.0 

1 Includes  Puerto  Rico. 

2The  column  "$50,001  to  100,000"  for  1956  includes  all  loans  with  outstanding  balances  of  $50,001  or  more. 
3 Less  than  0.05%. 
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TABLE  5 — Percent  of  total  amount  of  loans  outstanding  in  each  specified  size  group, 
as  of  June  30,  1956,  1962,  and  1966 


Amount  of  PCA  loan  balance  outstanding 


District 

$500 
or  less 

$501 
to  1,000 

$1,001 
to  2,000 

$2,001 
to  3,000 

$3,001 
to  5,000 

1956 

r 1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

(Percer 

it  of  total  amount  outstanding) 

Springfield 

1.3 

0.4 

0.2 

3.6 

1.2 

0.6 

11.6 

4.1 

2.0 

14.0 

5.5 

2.7 

22.3 

11.8 

6.4 

Baltimore1 

2.2 

0.9 

0.4 

5.1 

2.3 

1.1 

12.3 

5.9 

3.2 

11.6 

7.2 

4.0 

16.8 

13.5 

8.7 

Columbia 

3.9 

0.8 

0.3 

9.5 

2.3 

1.0 

16.7 

5.9 

3.0 

11.8 

6.3 

3.6 

14.4 

10.8 

7.2 

Louisville 

2.2 

0.7 

0.4 

6.0 

2.3 

1.3 

14.3 

6.9 

4.1 

13.9 

7.6 

5.0 

19.9 

13.4 

9.6 

New  Orleans 

4.2 

0.9 

0.4 

5.8 

1.8 

0.9 

9.1 

3.9 

2.1 

6.7 

3.7 

2.5 

10.7 

7.1 

5.1 

St.  Louis 

1.4 

0.4 

0.2 

3.3 

1.2 

0.6 

8.7 

3.4 

2.0 

9.2 

4.0 

2.6 

16.0 

8.5 

5.6 

St.  Paul 

1.4 

0.6 

0.3 

4.3 

1.8 

1.1 

14.7 

5.2 

3.3 

17.1 

5.5 

3.7 

26.6 

11.8 

7.9 

Omaha 

0.4 

0.3 

0.1 

1.3 

0.9 

0.4 

5.2 

2.2 

1.1 

8.1 

2.6 

1.3 

15.5 

7.1 

3.0 

Wichita 

0.4 

0.1 

0.1 

1.1 

0.4 

0.2 

4.0 

1.3 

0.7 

5.2 

1.8 

0.8 

10.6 

4.2 

2.2 

Houston 

0.7 

0.2 

0.1 

1.6 

0.6 

0.4 

4.7 

1.8 

1.2 

5.4 

2.4 

1.5 

10.2 

5.1 

3.3 

Berkeley 

0.4 

0.1 

0.1 

1.0 

0.2 

0.1 

3.3 

0.9 

0.5 

3.7 

1.2 

0.7 

7.3 

2.9 

1.8 

Spokane 

0.4 

0.1 

0.1 

1.1 

0.4 

0.3 

4.2 

1.3 

0.9 

5.5 

1.9 

1.2 

10.4 

4.9 

2.7 

Total1 

1.6 

0.5 

0.2 

3.9 

1.4 

0.7 

9.3 

3.8 

2.2 

9.3 

4.4 

2.7 

14.9 

8.8 

5.7 

Cumulative 

Percentage 

1.6 

0.5 

0.2 

5.5 

1.9 

0.9 

14.8 

5.7 

3.1 

24.1 

10.1 

5.8 

39.0 

18.9 

11.5 

Amount  of  PCA  loan  balance  outstanding 

$5,001 

$10,001 

$25,001 

$50,001 

over 

District 

to 

10,000 

to  25,000 

to  50,000 

to 

o 

o 

o 

§ 

$100,000“ 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962  1966 

(Percent  of  total  amount  outstanding] 

Springfield 

25.4 

25.9 

17.3 

15.8 

34.5 

36.2 

4.5 

11.1 

19.8 

1.5 

4.9 

8.9 

— 

0.6  5.9 

Baltimore1 

20.1 

23.3 

17.8 

16.7 

24.8 

28.1 

8.3 

10.2 

15.3 

6.9 

7.2 

8.9 

- 

4.7  12.5 

Columbia 

16.4 

16.5 

14.2 

15.3 

22.5 

23.4 

7.2 

14.4 

17.1 

4.8 

9.1 

12.6 

- 

11.4  17.6 

Louisville 

22.2 

22.6 

18.8 

14.9 

25.3 

28.2 

5.0 

11.4 

14.8 

1.6 

5.6 

9.6 

- 

4.2  8.2 

New  Orleans 

16.9 

15.1 

12.7 

24.4 

27.3 

28.2 

12.6 

21.6 

23.5 

9.6 

13.1 

14.9 

— 

5.5  9.7 

St.  Louis 

23.6 

18.4 

14.2 

23.0 

30.0 

29.5 

9.2 

17.8 

20.8 

5.6 

10.3 

14.1 

- 

6.0  10.4 

St.  Paul 

21.9 

25.0 

19.2 

10.9 

29.3 

34.2 

2.5 

12.6 

16.7 

0.6 

5.3 

8.5 

- 

2.9  5.1 

Omaha 

21.3 

18.5 

9.8 

21.2 

29.0 

26.2 

9.3 

16.6 

22.3 

17.7 

11.2 

15.9 

- 

11.6  19.9 

Wichita 

19.3 

11.9 

6.1 

27.0 

24.9 

18.3 

15.6 

20.1 

18.8 

16.8 

16.1 

18.4 

— 

19.2  34.4 

Houston 

18.8 

12.4 

8.8 

25.6 

25.4 

20.2 

13.8 

19.0 

18.9 

19.2 

13.6 

17.4 

- 

19.5  28.2 

Berkeley 

15.7 

7.7 

5.1 

27.6 

20.0 

15.5 

20.9 

20.4 

19.7 

20.1 

20.6 

20.5 

- 

26.0  36.0 

Spokane 

19.0 

13.5 

7.4 

24.8 

27.4 

21.7 

15.5 

20.4 

23.4 

19.1 

15.0 

18.9 

— 

15.1  23.4 

Total1 

20.1 

17.8 

13.2 

20.6 

26.6 

26.0 

10.2 

16.1 

18.9 

10.1 

10.5 

13.7 

- 

10.1  16.7 

Cumulative 

percentage 

59.1 

36.7 

24.7 

79.7 

63.3 

50.7 

89.9 

79.4 

69.6 

100.0 

89.9 

83.3 

- 

100.0  100.0 

1 Includes  Puerto  Rico. 

2 The  Column  "$50,001  to  100,000"  for  1956  includes  all  loans  with  outstanding  balances  of  $50,001  or  more. 


Production  Credit  Associations 

TABLE  6 — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  who  obtained  specified  amounts  of  advances, 
for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1956  and  19661 


Amount  advanced  to  borrower 


District 

and 

Under 

$1,000 

$5,000 

$10,000 

$25,000 

$50,000 

$100,000 

year 

None 

$1,000 

to 

to 

to 

to 

to 

and 

4,999 

9,999 

24,999 

49,999 

99,999 

over 

(Percent  of  total  number  of  borrowers) 

Springfield 

1956 

5.5 

32.3 

48.3 

8.3 

4.4 

.9 

.1 

.2 

1966 

13.5 

7.0 

41.6 

18.4 

13.5 

4.4 

1.1 

.5 

Baltimore 

1956 

8.7 

41.8 

40.6 

5.1 

2.5 

.8 

.3 

.2 

1966 

16.1 

19.6 

39.5 

12.1 

8.8 

2.5 

1.1 

.3 

Columbia 

1956 

2.9 

46.2 

41.1 

6.0 

2.8 

.7 

.2 

.1 

1966 

Louisville 

15.4 

13.8 

38.6 

15.0 

11.5 

4.2 

1.0 

.5 

1956 

5.9 

35.6 

46.2 

7.9 

3.4 

.8 

.2 

2 

1966 

New  Orleans 

11.1 

19.8 

40.9 

13.9 

10.2 

2.9 

.9 

.3 

1956 

2.0 

50.1 

29.6 

8.6 

5.9 

2.6 

1.1 

.1 

1966 

6.9 

22.0 

27.7 

14.7 

16.2 

7.8 

3.5 

1.2 

St.  Louis 

1956 

2.1 

24.8 

46.9 

14.0 

9.6 

1.7 

.8 

.1 

1966 

6.5 

8.1 

28.3 

18.5 

23.4 

10.3 

3.9 

1.0 

St.  Paul 
1956 

3.0 

33.4 

51.5 

8.5 

3.0 

.5 

.1 



1966 

10.8 

12.9 

40.0 

17.7 

12.9 

3.8 

1.4 

.5 

Omaha 

1956 

1.7 

9.1 

48.4 

21.1 

12.9 

4.7 

1.6 

.5 

1966 

Wichita 

2.5 

3.7 

19.6 

19.5 

30.7 

14.3 

6.5 

3.2 

1956 

1.4 

13.8 

42.1 

20.4 

14.4 

5.2 

1.9 

.8 

1966 

.9 

5.4 

19.4 

18.9 

26.8 

15.5 

8.0 

5.1 

Houston 

1956 

.9 

19.0 

42.0 

17.9 

14.3 

4.4 

1.3 

.2 

1966 

Berkeley 

1.7 

6.9 

24.3 

19.3 

25.4 

12.6 

6.5 

3.3 

1956 

1.2 

10.5 

30.1 

18.2 

22.1 

9.9 

5.5 

2.5 

1966 

3.6 

6.1 

17.8 

14.6 

23.7 

15.5 

9.6 

9.1 

Spokane 

1956 

1.5 

8.7 

38.0 

21.8 

20.3 

6.7 

1.9 

1.1 

1966 

I 

2.8 

4.4 

20.8 

18.2 

27.0 

15.2 

7.6 

4.0 

TOTAL 

it  1956 

3.4 

31.6 

42.9 

11.2 

7.5 

2.3 

.8 

.3 

1966 

9.2 

12.6 

33.4 

16.3 

16.7 

7.2 

3.1 

1.5 

1 Based  on  borrowers  having  loans  outstanding  on  June  30,  1956  and  June  30,  1966,  respectively. 

2 Less  than  0.05  percent. 


Production  Credit  Associations 


TABLE  7 — Percent  of  amount  advanced  to  borrowers  who  obtained  specified 
amounts  of  advances,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1956  and  19661 


District 

and 

year 

Amount  advanced  to  borrower 

None 

Under 

$1,000 

$1,000 

to 

4,999 

$5,000 

to 

9,999 

$10,000 

to 

24,999 

$25,000 

to 

49,999 

$50,000 

to 

99,999 

$100,000 

and 

over 

(Percent  of  total  amount  advanced) 

Springfield 

1956 

— 

5.5 

36.6 

18.9 

21.5 

9.0 

1.1 

7.4 

1966 

- 

.5 

15.2 

17.8 

27.9 

20.3 

9.6 

8.7 

Baltimore 

1956 

— 

7.7 

34.3 

13.2 

13.5 

10.4 

8.3 

12.6 

1966 

— 

1.7 

18.7 

15.5 

25.7 

16.2 

13.7 

8.5 

Columbia 

1956 

— 

9.9 

34.8 

15.7 

15.5 

9.0 

3.7 

11.4 

1966 

— 

1.1 

14.0 

15.1 

24.8 

20.4 

10.2 

14.4 

Louisville 

1956 

— 

7.3 

39.6 

19.8 

18.1 

9.5 

3.8 

1.9 

1966 

— 

1.6 

18.0 

17.0 

27.4 

17.0 

9.9 

9.1 

New  Orleans 

1956 

— 

6.2 

16.5 

14.5 

21.8 

22.0 

17.6 

1.4 

1966 

— 

.9 

6.1 

9.5 

23.0 

24.0 

20.9 

15.6 

St.  Louis 

1956 

— 

2.8 

24.1 

19.7 

28.4 

11.4 

9.7 

3.9 

1966 

— 

.3 

5.4 

9.5 

27.5 

25.3 

19.2 

12.8 

St.  Paul 

1956 

— 

6.9 

46.3 

22.0 

17.0 

6.0 

1.8 

— 

1966 

— 

.9 

14.6 

16.9 

26.5 

16.8 

13.0 

11.3 

Omaha 

1956 

— 

.6 

16.4 

17.2 

23.1 

18.7 

12.0 

12.0 

1966 

— 

.1 

2.6 

6.5 

23.0 

22.2 

19.3 

26.3 

Wichita 

1956 

— 

.9 

12.2 

15.5 

23.5 

18.7 

13.3 

15.9 

1966 

— 

.1 

1.8 

4.7 

14.6 

18.1 

18.7 

42.0 

Houston 

1956 

— 

1.5 

15.0 

17.3 

29.6 

20.2 

10.8 

5.6 

1966 

— 

.2 

3.0 

6.4 

18.6 

20.1 

20.2 

31.5 

Berkeley 

1956 

— 

.4 

4.8 

7.5 

20.0 

19.6 

21.1 

26.6 

1966 

— 

.1 

1.2 

2.7 

9.4 

13.4 

16.2 

57.0 

Spokane 

1956 

— 

.5 

10.2 

14.4 

29.1 

21.2 

11.5 

13.1 

1966 

— 

.1 

2.5 

5.4 

17.4 

21.1 

21.2 

32.3 

TOTAL 

1956 

— 

3.5 

21.0 

15.7 

22.7 

15.7 

10.8 

10.6 

1966 

- 

.5 

7.0 

9.4 

21.3 

19.8 

16.7 

25.3 

1 Based  on  borrowers  having  loans  outstanding  on  June  30,  1956  and  on  June  30,  1966,  respectively. 


Production  Credit  Associations 


Advances  for  current  expenses,  and  for  capital  purposes  were  estimated  from  actual  total  cash  advances,  excluding  renewals,  on  the  basis  of  loan  purposes  shown  by  a 10  percent  random 
sample  of  PCA  loans  made  in  each  year.  The  sum  of  advances  for  current  expenses  plus  advances  for  capital  purposes  equals  the  total  amount  of  advances  in  each  year. 

Excludes  advances  to  buy  feeder  livestock. 

Excludes  advances  made  to  purchase  livestock  other  than  feeder  livestock. 

I ncludes  amounts  used  to  buy  PCA  stock,  and  amounts  used  for  miscellaneous  purposes. 


Production  Credit  Associations 


TABLE  9 — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances  who  obtained  advances  for 
each  purpose,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  1962,  and  19661 


District 

Current  expenses 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Pay  current 
operating  and 
family  living 
expenses 

Buy 

feeder 

livestock 

Total2 

Buy 

machinery 
and  equipment 

Improve 
land  and 
buildings 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of  total 

number  of  borrowers  rec 

eiving  advances) 

Springfield 

70.9 

40.6 

55.3 

2.4 

3.7 

0.6 

— 

— 

55.7 

37.1 

50.8 

56.8 

14.8 

24.0 

24.5 

: ' 

Baltimore 

52.7 

42.3 

46.1 

7.5 

7.6 

5.8 

— 

— 

50.3 

26.8 

39.1 

33.4 

12.9 

22.1 

17.9 

Columbia 

91.6 

78.7 

71.5 

2.6 

4.2 

3.0 

— 

— 

72.6 

13.2 

28.5 

30.7 

11.1 

26.2 

22.8 

Louisville 

68.5 

59.6 

66.3 

11.8 

13.9 

8.5 

- 

- 

69.0 

30.2 

39.5 

39.5 

11.4 

20.4 

16.0 

New  Orleans 

88.2 

85.6 

82.0 

3.4 

5.2 

3.8 





82.7 

16.4 

28.8 

27.7 

8.1 

15.3 

12.6 

St.  Louis 

85.5 

78.5 

83.0 

15.1 

17.7 

14.1 

— 

— 

85.1 

28.8 

42.5 

46.7 

10.8 

12.8 

14.9 

St.  Paul 

76.9 

70.2 

82.0 

12.1 

12.9 

9.8 

— 

- 

83.3 

44.3 

55.6 

55.6 

11.7 

17.5 

13.6 

iP 

Omaha 

93.5 

91.5 

92.7 

27.6 

35.6 

32.9 

- 

- 

94.1 

35.5 

49.9 

52.8 

13.5 

14.1 

14.3 

Wichita 

92.5 

92.6 

95.0 

14.8 

20.6 

19.0 



_ 

96.0 

31.7 

49.0 

48.9 

10.5 

13.7 

15.3 

lidi 

Houston 

92.8 

88.6 

95.6 

5.5 

4.8 

6.5 

— 

- 

95.9 

36.9 

48.2 

48.1 

12.9 

12.5 

12.7 

■ 

Berkeley 

86.9 

85.2 

87.5 

11.2 

14.9 

12.9 

— 

- 

90.3 

18.7 

29.4 

27.6 

11.5 

14.6 

11.3 

Spokane 

89.0 

90.2 

91.2 

12.5 

13.4 

13.8 

— 

— 

91.9 

42.2 

39.1 

49.0 

14.7 

13.4 

14.4 

Total 

81.2 

72.1 

77.2 

9.3 

12.2 

10.2 

- 

- 

78.9 

28.4 

41.5 

43.0 

11.6 

18.5 

16.2 

Tt 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Buy 

Pay 

Buy 

Other 

.2 

District 

other 

farm 

3 

Total 

livestock 

real  estate 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of  total  number  of  borrowers  re 

ceiving  advances) 

Springfield 

12.0 

17.9 

15.2 

17.9 

21.6 

11.5 

3.6 

3.2 

5.9 

23.0 

25.5 

45.5 

- 

- 

86.1 

Spt 

Baltimore 

11.2 

17.4 

11.4 

12.9 

24.5 

14.0 

1.6 

3.5 

5.5 

35.7 

26.8 

35.7 

- 

- 

76.9 

fell 

Columbia 

3.6 

6.4 

5.4 

14.9 

25.5 

18.1 

0.6 

6.1  , 

4.6 

20.4 

31.2 

55.5 

- 

- 

80.8 

tolu 

Louisville 

14.5 

18.8 

13.5 

27.5 

28.2 

11.0 

2.4 

4.9 

5.0 

38.1 

34.3 

56.7 

— 

— 

82.5 

too 

New  Orleans 

7.3 

18.8 

14.4 

12.4 

22.8 

15.5 

0.7 

3.3 

3.0 

30.1 

47.6 

66.8 

— 

— 

83.4 

lb 

St.  Louis 

18.2 

21.1 

16.3 

30.2 

38.3 

21.8 

1.3 

3.2 

3.9 

36.9 

38.0 

39.3 

- 

- 

78.2 

St 

St.  Paul 

18.6 

22.1 

15.0 

34.6 

47.8 

19.7 

2.6 

3.1 

3.4 

40.3 

52.6 

47.4 

- 

- 

83.0 

St.  F 

Omaha 

30.7 

37.1 

35.0 

39.0 

50.8 

8.2 

1.7 

3.9 

4.0 

51.2 

53.7 

41.2 

- 

— 

79.6 

Om 

Wichita 

32.9 

44.4 

39.2 

39.1 

45.7 

9.8 

4.1 

6.2 

3.2 

59.2 

56.8 

54.2 

— 

— 

84.2 

Die 

Houston 

27.7 

40.1 

33.1 

32.6 

40.6 

17.7 

2.3 

6.1 

3.4 

47.4 

41.6 

43.4 

- 

- 

82.3 

Hoy 

Berkeley 

14.5 

17.0 

15.5 

27.3 

32.1 

7.0 

3.9 

5.1 

3.1 

66.0 

61.8 

73.0 

- 

- 

84.5 

tor 

Spokane 

26.4 

27.9 

33.4 

50.6 

61.3 

38.6 

3.2 

6.5 

3.5 

65.3 

68.8 

68.1 

— 

— 

91.6 

too 

Total 

15.3 

21.1 

17.8 

25.7 

34.8 

16.3 

2.0 

4.5 

4.2 

37.6 

41.2 

51.3 

- 

- 

82.1 

j! 

V 


1 Because  some  borrowers  obtain  loans  for  more  than  one  purpose,  the  percentages  do  not  necessarily  add  to  1 00. 
2l\lot  available  for  1956  and  1962. 

3 Includes  PCA  stock. 


District 

- 

198 


Hi  Springfield 
17,!  Baltimore 
!2i  Columbia 
I6,|  Louisville 

I2|  New  Orleans 
I4i  St.  Louis 
111  St.  Paul 
14!  Omaha 

15!  Wichita 
12, i Houston 
1!  Berkeley 
4/  Spokane 

61  Total 


Production  Credit  Associations 

TABLE  10  — Percent  of  amount  of  advances  made  to  borrowers  for 

each  purpose,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  1962,  and  1966 


Current  Expenses 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Pay  current 

Buy 

Buy 

Improve 

operating  and 

feeder 

Total 

machinery 

land  and 

family  living 

livestock 

and  equipment 

buildings 

expenses 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

(Percer 

it  of  total  amount  advar 

ced) 

53.2 

36.5 

41.7 

1.5 

4.8 

0.4 

54.7 

41.3 

42.1 

18.5 

22.1 

23.4 

5.5 

10.9 

11.3 

53.8 

28.6 

35.9 

11.1 

8.4 

7.7 

64.9 

37.0 

43.6 

13.0 

18.4 

16.8 

5.4 

9.2 

11.2 

71.0 

46.2 

46.0 

3.0 

3.8 

3.8 

74.0 

50.0 

49.8 

5.5 

9.4 

12.9 

4.6 

10.9 

11.1 

47.0 

34.2 

37.8 

11.7 

12.6 

9.5 

58.7 

46.8 

47.3 

14.2 

14.5 

17.8 

4.7 

9.2 

7.6 

73.9 

57.5 

59.7 

3.5 

7.3 

2.4 

77.4 

64.8 

62.1 

7.8 

8.8 

11.2 

2.5 

5.5 

5.6 

61.3 

48.8 

57.7 

12.7 

12.8 

8.2 

74.0 

61.6 

65.9 

8.0 

9.5 

14.0 

2.1 

2.7 

4.0 

39.5 

35.6 

45.2 

10.2 

13.6 

10.2 

49.7 

49.2 

55.4 

17.8 

15.8 

19.4 

3.7 

4.7 

5.7 

55.3 

47.6 

55.2 

19.3 

23.7 

22.9 

74.6 

71.3 

78.1 

4.1 

5.2 

7.1 

1.5 

1.6 

1.8 

53.3 

44.1 

53.4 

11.2 

16.7 

20.0 

64.5 

60.8 

73.4 

4.6 

5.5 

5.6 

1.5 

1.8 

1.3 

62.6 

53.4 

60.9 

3.6 

3.9 

9.3 

66.2 

57.3 

70.2 

7.9 

8.6 

7.9 

2.4 

1.8 

1.6 

68.7 

59.2 

69.4 

10.6 

16.7 

13.0 

79.3 

75.9 

82.4 

3.1 

4.3 

4.1 

2.2 

3.4 

2.4 

59.1 

58.8 

57.9 

9.1 

8.8 

9.3 

68.2 

67.6 

67.2 

7.3 

5.2 

7.2 

1.5 

1.8 

2.6 

59.3 

47.0 

53.9 

9.2 

11.8 

11.1 

68.5 

58.8 

65.0 

8.5 

9.5 

11.0 

2.9 

4.6 

4.5 

Capital  and  other  purposes 


District 

Buy 

other 

livestock 

Pay 

debts 

Buy 

farm 

real  estate 

Other 

purposes 

Total 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

1956 

1962 

1966 

(Percer 

t of  total  amount  advanced) 

Springfield 

4.7 

8.7 

5.4 

7.1 

9.7 

9.3 

6.1 

2.7 

5.0 

3.4 

4.6 

3.5 

45.3 

58.7 

57.9 

Baltimore 

5.5 

1 1.4 

7.7 

6.6 

15.8 

9.5 

1.5 

3.3 

5.6 

3.1 

4.9 

5.6 

35.1 

63.0 

56.4 

Columbia 

3.6 

6.7 

3.5 

9.4 

10.8 

11.7 

0.7 

7.3 

4.9 

2 2 

4.9 

6.1 

26.0 

50.0 

50.2 

Louisville 

5.8 

7.2 

4.9 

10.9 

14.0 

7.9 

2.4 

5.1 

7.2 

3.3 

3.2 

7.3 

41.3 

53.2 

52.7 

New  Orleans 

2.7 

8.2 

5.1 

6.4 

7.9 

9.2 

0.4 

1.1 

2.5 

2.8 

3.7 

4.3 

22.6 

35.2 

37.9 

St.  Louis 

4.1 

6.1 

3.0 

8.2 

15.3 

8.7 

0.8 

1.5 

2.3 

2.8 

3.3 

2.1 

26.0 

38.4 

34.1 

St.  Paul 

5.8 

6.0 

4.1 

16.6 

16.9 

11.0 

1.5 

1.5 

2.1 

4.9 

5.9 

2.3 

50.3 

50.8 

44.6 

Omaha 

8.5 

8.2 

5.6 

6.7 

9.0 

3.8 

1.0 

1.2 

1.4 

3.6 

3.5 

2.2 

25.4 

28.7 

21.9 

Wichita 

11.8 

17.0 

11.3 

9.5 

8.3 

4.8 

1.7 

2.9 

0.9 

6.4 

3.7 

2.7 

35.5 

39.2 

26.6 

Houston 

11.0 

14.4 

12.8 

6.9 

11.9 

3.9 

1.7 

3.3 

1.6 

3.9 

2.7 

2.0 

33.8 

42.7 

29.8 

Berkeley 

4.8 

5.1 

3.7 

5.2 

5.2 

2.0 

1.1 

1.5 

1.2 

4.3 

4.6 

4.2 

20.7 

24.1 

17.6 

Spokane 

5.6 

6.4 

7.8 

10.2 

13.1 

10.4 

1.8 

1.7 

2.2 

5.4 

4.2 

2.6 

31.8 

32.4 

32.8 

Total 

6.2 

8.6 

6.2 

8.6 

11.7 

7.2 

1.5 

2.8 

2.6 

3.8 

4.0 

3.5 

31.5 

41.2 

35.0 

1 Includes  PCA  stock. 
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TABLE  11  — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances  to  buy  farm  real  estate, 
by  size  of  advance,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1962  and  1966. 


Size  of  advance  to  buy  farm  real  estate 

$1,000 

$2,500 

$5,000 

$7,500 

District 

to 

to 

to 

to 

2,499 

4,999 

7,499 

14,999 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

— 

(Percent  of  total  nu 

nber  of  borrowers  receiving  such  advances) 

Springfield 

23.1 

6.6 

19.2 

19.7 

26.9 

22.4 

15.4 

14.5 

13.5 

26.3 

Baltimore 

16.1 

4.9 

24.2 

13.4 

30.7 

25.6 

16.1 

26.8 

12.9 

23.2 

fclu 

Columbia 

10.4 

7.7 

21.6 

13.0 

27.9 

24.9 

10.8 

20.7 

17.1 

18.9 

... 

Louisville 

13.1 

3.5 

25.5 

13.1 

26.6 

26.3 

13.1 

18.9 

15.7 

22.8 

New  Orleans 

17.7 

— 

35.5 

28.0 

21.0 

20.0 

12.9 

18.0 

12.9 

16.0 

St.  Louis 

11.3 

7.4 

27.8 

14.0 

24.8 

17.6 

11.3 

19.8 

19.6 

24.3 

. 

St.  Paul 

26.6 

10.4 

34.5 

24.8 

21.2 

24.8 

11.5 

16.8 

4.4 

17.6 

Omaha 

16.4 

4.5 

29.1 

16.7 

30.9 

25.8 

9.1 

24.3 

7.3 

12.1 

Wichita 

17.3 

4.3 

14.9 

17.0 

25.3 

14.9 

18.4 

19.1 

13.8 

27.6 

Houston 

18.9 

8.2 

24.4 

10.2 

17.8 

26.5 

11.1 

10.2 

10.0 

16.3 

■ 

Berkeley 

15.6 

- 

20.0 

13.8 

13.3 

20.7 

13.3 

6.9 

20.0 

31.0 

Spokane 

28.6 

10.9 

23.8 

6.5 

20.2 

21.7 

9.5 

10.9 

11.9 

17.4 

Total 

16.8 

6.0 

26.2 

15.6 

24.8 

23.4 

12.4 

18.6 

13.4 

21.1 

‘ 

District 

Size  of  advance  to  buy  farm  real  estate 

Percent  who  also 
used  FLB  loans 
to  buy  such 
farm  real  estate 
in  1966 

$15,000 

to 

24,999 

$25,000 

to 

49,999 

$50,000 

and 

over 

Total 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Percen 

t of  total  number  of  bor 

rowers  receiving  such  advances) 

Springfield 

1.9 

7.9 

— 

2.6 

— 

- 

100.0 

100.0 

28.9 

Baltimore 

- 

6.1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100.0 

100.0 

20.7 

Columbia 

7.2 

7.7 

3.6 

4.7 

1.4 

2.4 

100.0 

100.0 

12.4 

Louisville 

4.1 

8.1 

1.5 

5.4 

0.4 

1.9 

100.0 

100.0 

15.8 

New  Orleans 

_ 

8.0 

— 

6.0 

— - 

4.0 

100.0 

100.0 

6.0 

St.  Louis 

5.2 

12.5 

— 

4.4 

- 

- 

100.0 

100.0 

9.6 

St.  Paul 

1.8 

4.0 

- 

1.6 

- 

- 

100.0 

100.0 

19.2 

Omaha 

5.4 

10.6 

1.8 

3.0 

- 

3.0 

100.0 

100.0 

15.2 

Wichita 

4.6 

12.8 

3.4 

4.3 

2.3 

— 

100.0 

100.0 

19.1 

Houston 

7.8 

20.4 

6.7 

6.1 

3.3 

2.1 

100.0 

100.0 

6.1 

Berkeley 

13.3 

6.9 

4.5 

10.3 

- 

10.4 

100.0 

100.0 

13.8 

Spokane 

3.6 

13.1 

2.4 

13.0 

6.5 

100.0 

100.0 

15.2 

Total 

4.2 

9.0 

1.6 

4.5 

0.6 

1.8 

100.0 

100.0 

15.3 

Colu 

Loui 


1 


Production  Credit  Associations 

TABLE  12  — Average  size  of  advance  made  to  borrowers  owning  farms,  who  gave  real  estate 
mortgages  to  the  PCA  as  security,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1962  and  1966 


Current  expenses 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

District 

Pay  current 
operating  and  family 
living  expenses 

Buy 

feeder 

livestock 

Buy 

machinery 
and  equipment 

Improve 

land 

and  buildings 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Average  amot 

jnt  advanced) 

Springfield 

$ 7,420 

$ 9,000 

$10,100 

$ 3,310 

$3,160 

$4,550 

$ 3,290 

$ 6,010 

Baltimore 

6,820 

11,990 

7,380 

26,510 

2,180 

5,300 

2,720 

3,930 

Columbia 

4,240 

6,380 

6,430 

10,940 

2,450 

3,730 

3,070 

4,270 

Louisville 

5,350 

6,140 

9,950 

21,380 

2,310 

3,800 

3,760 

4,320 

New  Orleans 

9,820 

13,100 

27,720 

19,680 

3,520 

5,510 

4,910 

6,690 

St.  Louis 

11,050 

17,960 

9,450 

13,470 

2,680 

5,270 

4,260 

7,630 

St.  Paul 

8,090 

13,960 

18,230 

13,990 

2,140 

3,620 

2,960 

7,060 

Omaha 

17,590 

27,200 

20,580 

23,720 

2,580 

3,390 

2,080 

3,150 

Wichita 

14,420 

29,900 

14,650 

46,990 

1,910 

4,630 

2,400 

2,910 

Houston 

20,500 

35,060 

28,140 

71,570 

5,320 

4,890 

3,860 

4,010 

Berkeley 

27,980 

59,640 

23,100 

56,110 

4,870 

8,770 

10,580 

14,610 

Spokane 

14,360 

24,400 

16,410 

30,920 

2,640 

4,170 

3,020 

3,700 

Total 

9,460 

14,560 

13,880 

26,200 

2,700 

4,350 

3,590 

5,050 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

District 

Buy  other 
livestock 

Pay 

debts 

Buy  farm 
real  estate 

Other1 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Average  amo 

jnt  advanced) 

Springfield 

$4,790 

$ 4,550 

$3,050 

$11,710 

$ 6,300 

$ 8,300 

$3,210 

$1,390 

Baltimore 

2,040 

6,420 

3,540 

6,520 

5,520 

7,830 

1,480 

1,910 

Columbia 

8,110 

5,510 

3,020 

6,120 

8,240 

8,820 

1,140 

1,100 

Louisville 

2,300 

2,660 

5,020 

6,830 

7,000 

10,880 

640 

1,360 

New  Orleans 

8,180 

4,580 

4,720 

8,690 

4,310 

8,990 

1,020 

1,230 

St.  Louis 

4,360 

5,350 

9,050 

10,460 

5,320 

9,210 

2,180 

1,140 

St.  Paul 

2,120 

2,370 

3,460 

7,240 

6,650 

7,530 

1,020 

710 

Omaha 

9,910 

11,400 

5,630 

23,380 

6,600 

10,920 

2,130 

2,340 

Wichita 

8,520 

16,010 

4,930 

34,110 

10,150 

9,260 

1,730 

3,270 

Houston 

7,450 

16,670 

8,040 

11,460 

14,450 

15,540 

1,870 

2,440 

Berkeley 

8,340 

12,350 

6,590 

16,220 

10,500 

21,930 

2,640 

4,600 

Spokane 

2,640 

6,590 

4,190 

9,930 

4,570 

17,200 

1,120 

1,440 

Total 

4,950 

7,620 

4,940 

8,610 

7,110 

10,130 

1,410 

1,510 

includes  PCA  stock. 
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Production  Credit  Associations 
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Production  Credit  Associations 

TABLE  17  — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  obtaining  advances  for  one  year  or  less  who 
used  funds  for  each  purpose,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1962  and  1966. 


Current  expenses 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

District 

Pay  current 
operating  and 
family  living 
expenses 

Buy 

feeder 

livestock 

Total 1 

Buy 

machinery 
and  equipment 

Improve 

land 

and  buildings 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances  for  1 year  or  less) 

Springfield 

75.4 

81.6 

6.8 

0.9 

— 

82.2 

10.0 

4.1 

5.5 

2.1 

Baltimore 

42.6 

64.8 

7.7 

8.2 

- 

70.8 

37.9 

8.7 

21.6 

7.1 

Columbia 

86.8 

87.4 

4.6 

3.7 

- 

88.8 

15.9 

8.3 

14.0 

6.7 

Louisville 

69.0 

74.5 

16.0 

9.5 

- 

77.6 

31.8 

24.6 

15.4 

10.0 

New  Orleans 

87.8 

86.8 

5.3 

4.0 

_ 

87.6 

17.5 

10.8 

10.8 

4.8 

St.  Louis 

84.6 

90.2 

19.1 

15.3 

- 

92.4 

29.2 

28.4 

9.1 

10.0 

St.  Paul 

76.6 

89.1 

14.1 

10.6 

- 

90.4 

40.0 

36.4 

13.5 

10.0 

Omaha 

92.7 

94.5 

36.0 

33.6 

— 

95.9 

43.0 

44.9 

13.1 

12.3 

Wichita 

93.4 

95.3 

20.8 

19.0 

_ 

96.3 

43.4 

42.4 

13.7 

14.4 

Houston 

90.4 

96.1 

5.0 

6.5 

- 

96.4 

41.7 

44.7 

12.2 

11.5 

Berkeley 

88.9 

88.5 

15.6 

13.1 

— 

91.4 

14.5 

13.3 

6.5 

6.2 

Spokane 

91.9 

92.8 

13.6 

14.0 

— 

93.5 

27.3 

34.7 

11.2 

12.4 

Total 

79.2 

86.2 

13.3 

11.4 

- 

88.0 

29.6 

26.1 

13.0 

9.3 

District 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Buy 

other 

livestock 

Pay 

debts 

Buy 

farm 

real  estate 

Other 

2 

purposes 

Total 1 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances  for  1 year  or  less) 

Springfield 

3.3 

1.6 

9.8 

1.7 

0.8 

1.4 

16.6 

31.8 

- 

39.7 

Baltimore 

17.3 

4.2 

24.4 

9.2 

3.4 

1.6 

26.6 

29.0 

- 

45.5 

Columbia 

4.5 

2.8 

22.4 

14.0 

2.0 

0.7 

25.5 

49.7 

- 

61.2 

Louisville 

15.6 

9.5 

28.0 

8.7 

3.1 

2.4 

31.3 

52.0 

- 

70.5 

New  Orleans 

18.4 

12.1 

22.7 

14.4 

1.8 

0.8 

45.7 

64.2 

— 

73.0 

St.  Louis 

19.5 

14.6 

36.7 

19.8 

1.4 

1.8 

35.3 

32.8 

- 

64.0 

St.  Paul 

20.3 

11.9 

44.2 

15.7 

2.7 

2.4 

47.0 

40.0 

- 

66.6 

Omaha 

37.1 

32.3 

47.6 

7.8 

3.7 

3.3 

54.0 

39.7 

— 

74.5 

Wichita 

44.2 

34.7 

40.8 

9.4 

5.8 

2.9 

56.5 

53.1 

— 

80.5 

Houston 

40.9 

31.3 

40.1 

17.6 

4.0 

2.6 

41.0 

42.9 

- 

80.0 

Berkeley 

15.6 

12.4 

32.6 

6.4 

3.9 

1.7 

59.9 

70.6 

- 

79.5 

Spokane 

27.7 

27.9 

60.1 

37.9 

6.2 

2.7 

66.3 

66.9 

— 

88.9 

Total 

18.9 

14.7 

32.5 

13.9 

2.8 

2.0 

37.9 

46.8 

- 

68.7 

1 Not  available  for  1962. 
2 Includes  PCA  stock. 


Production  Credit  Associations 

TABLE  18  — Percent  of  amount  advanced  for  one  year  or  less  that  was  used  for 
each  purpose,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1962  and  1966 


District 

Current  expenses 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Pay  current 
operating 
and  family 
living  expenses 

Buy 

feeder 

livestock 

Total 

Buy 

machinery 

and 

equipment 

Improve 
land  and 
buildings 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of  amount  advanced  for  1 

year  or  less! 

Springfield 

74.2 

90.5 

9.8 

0.8 

84.0 

91.3 

3.4 

1.8 

2.1 

0.8 

Baltimore 

29.1 

64.5 

8.5 

13.9 

37.6 

78.4 

17.9 

3.8 

9.0 

3.4 

Columbia 

61.6 

71.6 

5.1 

5.9 

66.7 

77.5 

4.6 

3.0 

5.1 

2.3 

Louisville 

42.3 

51.1 

15.5 

12.8 

57.8 

63.9 

11.2 

11.4 

5.6 

4.2 

New  Orleans 

63.2 

73.7 

8.1 

2.9 

71.3 

76.6 

3.6 

2.8 

3.6 

1.7 

St.  Louis 

54.8 

68.9 

14.3 

9.7 

69.1 

78.6 

5.1 

5.8 

1.0 

1.9 

St.  Paul 

41.2 

56.5 

15.7 

12.7 

56.9 

69.2 

10.9 

11.3 

3.2 

3.7 

Omaha 

48.8 

58.0 

24.2 

24.1 

73.0 

82.1 

4.1 

5.2 

1.3 

1.0 

Wichita 

45.4 

55.7 

17.2 

20.8 

62.6 

76.5 

4.7 

4.7 

1.7 

1.3 

Houston 

56.1 

62.7 

4.1 

9.5 

60.2 

72.2 

6.8 

6.8 

1.7 

1.4 

Berkeley 

64.4 

73.8 

18.1 

13.8 

82.5 

87.6 

1.6 

1.6 

0.8 

0.7 

Spokane 

61.2 

62.3 

8.8 

10.0 

70.0 

72.3 

3.4 

3.8 

1.1 

1.4 

Total 

53.2 

63.6 

13.1 

13.1 

66.3 

76.7 

6.0 

5.5 

2.6 

1.8 

District 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Buy 

other 

livestock 

Pay 

debts 

Buy 

farm 

real  estate 

Other 

purposes1 

Total 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of 

amount  advanced  for  1 

year  or  less) 

Springfield 

1.5 

0.6 

3.9 

2.1 

0.4 

1.4 

4.7 

2.0 

16.0 

8.7 

Baltimore 

11.6 

3.2 

15.8 

5.7 

3.2 

2.0 

4.9 

3.5 

62.4 

21.6 

Columbia 

5.4 

1.9 

10.8 

9.5 

2.2 

0.6 

5.2 

5.2 

33.3 

22.5 

Louisville 

5.7 

3.7 

13.7 

6.6 

2.8 

4.2 

3.2 

6.0 

42.2 

36.1 

New  Orleans 

8.6 

5.0 

8.5 

9.1 

0.6 

0.6 

3.8 

4.2 

28.7 

23.4 

St.  Louis 

5.5 

2.9 

15.5 

8.0 

0.5 

1.0 

3.3 

1.8 

30.9 

21.4 

St.  Paul 

5.7 

3.4 

15.7 

9.0 

1.4 

1.6 

6.2 

1.8 

43.1 

30.8 

Omaha 

8.1 

5.3 

8.8 

3.2 

1.1 

1.2 

3.6 

2.0 

27.0 

17.9 

Wichita 

17.2 

9.9 

7.2 

4.3 

2.8 

0.7 

3.8 

2.6 

37.4 

23.5 

Houston 

15.1 

12.6 

12.3 

4.0 

1.3 

1.1 

2.6 

1.9 

39.8 

27.8 

Berkeley 

4.1 

3.2 

5.5 

2.0 

1.0 

0.7 

4.5 

4.2 

17.5 

12.4 

Spokane 

6.5 

7.0 

13.2 

10.9 

1.6 

2.0 

4.2 

2.6 

30.0 

27.7 

Total 

8.1 

5.6 

11.4 

6.1 

1.6 

1.3 

4.0 

3.0 

33.7 

23.3 

1 Includes  PCA  stock. 
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Data  for  1962  are  not  available  separately  for  1 to  3 years,  and  over  3 years. 

Excluding  feeder  livestock. 

Includes  PCA  stock. 

Because  many  borrowers  obtained  funds  for  more  than  one  purpose,  the  percentages  may  add  to  more  than  100. 
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"Other  livestock"  represents  livestock  other  than  feeder  livestock.  Because  feeder  livestock  are  classified  under  "current  operating  expenses",  advances  to  purchase  feeder  livestock  are 
not  included  in  this  table. 

Data  for  1962  for  "Over  1 year"  are  not  separately  available  for  1 to  3 years,  and  over  3 years. 
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Includes  loans  for  which  the  kind  of  security  was  not  reported. 
Less  than  0.05  percent. 

Not  separately  available  for  1956. 
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Includes  loans  where  kind  of  security  was  not  reported. 
Less  than  0.05  percent. 
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Includes  loans  where  kind  of  security  was  not  reported. 

Data  for  1962  not  separately  available  for  1 to  3 years,  and  over  3 years. 
Less  than  0.05  percent. 
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TABLE  28  — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  who  received  advances  on 

various  kinds  of  security,  by  states,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 
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Includes  loans  where  kind  of  security  was  not  reported. 
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Includes  loans  where  kind  of  security  was  not  reported. 
Less  than  0.05  percent. 
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TABLE  33  — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  owning  farms  who  had  various  kinds  of 
real  estate  mortgage  debt,  as  of  June  30,  1962  and  1966 


Mortgage  to  Federal  land  bank 


District 

Only 

Plus 

PCA 

Mortgage 

Plus 

Other 

Mortgage 

Plus  other 
and  PCA 
Mortgage 

Total 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of  r 

umber  of  borrowers  ow 

ning  farms) 

Springfield 

32.4 

30.0 

5.9 

11.2 

8.3 

8.2 

1.8 

3.7 

48.4 

53.1 

Baltimore 

24.1 

24.9 

8.4 

7.5 

4.1 

5.5 

1.2 

2.9 

37.8 

40.8 

Columbia 

5.5 

3.8 

19.8 

18.4 

1.1 

1.0 

2.7 

5.9 

29.1 

29.1 

Louisville 

14.3 

12.1 

3.6 

4.1 

2.2 

3.0 

0.5 

1.8 

20.6 

21.0 

New  Orleans 

16.4 

13.0 

9.2 

10.0 

3.4 

3.1 

1.6 

3.0 

30.6 

29.1 

St.  Louis 

18.4 

14.9 

2.0 

1.9 

3.9 

5.0 

0.2 

0.8 

24.5 

22.6 

St.  Paul 

27.7 

23.3 

1.1 

1.5 

7.3 

8.8 

0.4 

0.6 

36.5 

34.2 

Omaha 

27.5 

24.8 

0.9 

1.6 

7.4 

8.5 

0.4 

1.2 

36.2 

36.1 

Wichita 

18.0 

15.0 

5.9 

4.6 

5.9 

7.2 

2.1 

1.5 

31.9 

28.3 

Houston 

13.2 

14.1 

3.6 

2.2 

6.2 

7.9 

1.9 

3.0 

24.9 

27.2 

Berkeley 

21.1 

17.5 

4.7 

5.4 

8.1 

11.2 

2.8 

4.5 

36.7 

38.6 

Spokane 

20.2 

16.6 

4.5 

4.9 

10.0 

12.4 

1.9 

3.8 

36.6 

37.7 

Total 

18.3 

15.8 

6.2 

6.5 

4.6 

5.6 

1.2 

2.6 

30.3 

30.5 

District 

Mortgage 

to 

PCA  only 

Mortgage  to 
other  and 
PCA1 

Mortgage  to 
other  lender 
only1 

No 

Mortgage 

Total 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  ow 

ning  farms) 

Springfield 

1.0 

1.7 

2.3 

2.9 

28.3 

22.0 

20.0 

20.3 

100.0 

100.0 

Baltimore 

3.2 

3.7 

4.9 

5.4 

28.1 

27.3 

26.0 

22.8 

100.0 

100.0 

Columbia 

27.6 

28.3 

18.2 

22.5 

8.9 

7.9 

16.2 

12.2 

100.0 

100.0 

Louisville 

5.9 

10.1 

6.0 

9.5 

42.8 

36.1 

24.7 

23.3 

100.0 

100.0 

New  Orleans 

10.2 

15.0 

7.7 

10.3 

24.4 

21.3 

27.1 

24.3 

100.0 

100.0 

St.  Louis 

5.5 

7.3 

3.8 

7.9 

40.3 

41.1 

25.9 

21.1 

100.0 

100.0 

St.  Paul 

0.5 

0.9 

1.8 

3.7 

45.6 

45.6 

15.6 

15.6 

100.0 

100.0 

Omaha 

0.6 

1.7 

2.2 

6.2 

46.2 

42.4 

14.8 

13.6 

100.0 

100.0 

Wichita 

2.9 

3.8 

9.0 

9.7 

38.2 

41.4 

18.0 

16.8 

100.0 

100.0 

Houston 

4.0 

3.5 

8.8 

9.6 

35.6 

36.5 

26.7 

23.2 

100.0 

100.0 

Berkeley 

5.6 

4.3 

9.9 

12.4 

30.9 

30.6 

16.9 

14.1 

100.0 

100.0 

Spokane 

3.7 

1.5 

7.7 

8.8 

36.0 

37.1 

16.0 

14.9 

100.0 

100.0 

Total 

7.4 

9.1 

7.0 

9.9 

34.2 

31.9 

21.1 

18.6 

100.0 

100.0 

’Excludes  land  bank  loans. 
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TABLE  34  — Percent  of  amount  advanced  to  borrowers  owning  farms  who  had  various 
kinds  of  real  estate  mortgage  debt,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1962  and  1966 


District 

Mortgage  to  Federal  Land  Bank 

FLB  only,  and/or 
other  mortgage1 

FLB  and  PCA,  and/or  PCA 
and  other  mortgage 

Total 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Percent 

of  amount  advanced 

to  borrowers  owning  farms) 

Springfield 

41.1 

33.4 

15.0 

29.6 

56.1 

63.0 

Baltimore 

30.9 

26.8 

15.7 

20.8 

46.6 

47.6 

Columbia 

4.4 

3.9 

26.6 

30.8 

31.0 

34.7 

Louisville 

17.6 

16.2 

8.5 

14.1 

26.1 

30.3 

New  Orleans 

19.5 

20.3 

15.1 

23.0 

34.6 

43.3 

St.  Louis 

25.0 

19.8 

4.4 

5.3 

29.4 

25.1 

St.  Paul 

32.3 

29.4 

2.9 

7.4 

35.2 

36.8 

Omaha 

32.3 

33.5 

4.0 

6.2 

36.3 

39.7 

Wichita 

24.5 

23.9 

8.5 

11.7 

33.0 

35.6 

Houston 

16.2 

18.2 

10.2 

6.8 

26.4 

25.0 

Berkeley 

23.6 

22.6 

11.6 

14.9 

35.2 

37.5 

Spokane 

23.8 

27.1 

8.5 

13.0 

32.3 

40.1 

Total 

22.8 

22.2 

9.9 

13.4 

32.7 

35.6 

District 

Mortgage 

to 

PCA  only 

Mortgage 
to  other 
and  PCA2 

Mortgage 
to  other 
lender  only2 

No 

Mortgage 

Total 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

1962 

1966 

(Percent  of  amount  advancec 

to  borrowers  owning  farms) 

Springfield 

1.9 

2.5 

4.1 

4.8 

23.7 

15.2 

14.2 

14.5 

100.0 

100.0 

Baltimore 

4.2 

3.4 

9.6 

13.0 

24.0 

17.1 

15.6 

18.9 

100.0 

100.0 

Columbia 

28.0 

20.3 

27.4 

35.1 

5.5 

2.4 

8.1 

7.5 

100.0 

100.0 

Louisville 

6.5 

10.0 

14.9 

20.6 

35.5 

16.4 

17.0 

22.7 

100.0 

100.0 

New  Orleans 

10.0 

10.9 

20.2 

17.0 

20.8 

5.9 

14.4 

22.9 

100.0 

100.0 

St.  Louis 

5.3 

8.6 

8.7 

15.1 

40.5 

19.2 

16.1 

32.0 

100.0 

100.0 

St.  Paul 

0.6 

1.1 

5.7 

10.1 

47.0 

33.6 

11.5 

18.4 

100.0 

100.0 

Omaha 

0.5 

1.5 

4.7 

11.8 

47.8 

18.6 

10.7 

28.4 

100.0 

100.0 

Wichita 

2.8 

8.8 

15.3 

11.7 

35.1 

26.6 

13.8 

17.3 

100.0 

100.0 

Houston 

4.1 

5.3 

22.6 

29.7 

33.5 

13.3 

13.4 

26.7 

100.0 

100.0 

Berkeley 

6.3 

8.3 

17.9 

21.9 

22.2 

16.1 

18.4 

16.2 

100.0 

100.0 

Spokane 

3.9 

2.1 

11.0 

11.1 

39.6 

31.7 

13.2 

15.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Total 

6.3 

7.3 

14.0 

17.5 

33.1 

19.0 

13.9 

20.6 

100.0 

100.0 

^ot  separately  available.  Table  33,  however,  which  is  based  on  number  of  borrowers  indicates  the  relative  importance  of 
items  in  this  column. 

2 

Excludes  land  bank  loans. 
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TABLE  37  — Average  net  worth  of  borrowers  who  obtained  specified  amounts 
of  advances,  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1956  and  1966 


District 

Amount  advanced  to  borrower 

and 

year 

None 

Under 

$1,000 

$1,000 

to 

4,999 

$5,000 

to 

9,999 

$10,000 

to 

24,999 

$25,000 

to 

49,999 

$50,000 

to 

99,999 

$100,000 

and 

over 

Total 

(Average  net  worth  of  borrowers  in 

thousands  of  dollars) 

Springfield 

1956 

21 

18 

25 

37 

48 

102 

180 

214 

26 

1966 

66 

34 

47 

62 

82 

139 

241 

544 

65 

Baltimore 

1956 

20 

16 

26 

44 

60 

158 

190 

226 

25 

1966 

48 

34 

41 

62 

134 

1 8*1 

231 

252 

58 

Columbia 

1956 

16 

9 

16 

40 

104 

214 

241 

286 

19 

1966 

65 

18 

29 

55 

99 

169 

313 

825 

58 

Louisville 

1956 

17 

14 

20 

34 

45 

127 

164 

187 

21 

1966 

48 

29 

36 

49 

71 

122 

275 

398 

47 

New  Orleans 

1956 

14 

8 

14 

33 

50 

124 

168 

196 

19 

1966 

31 

18 

32 

49 

84 

118 

282 

339 

59 

St.  Louis 

1956 

15 

11 

15 

22 

37 

74 

188 

204 

20 

1966 

54 

22 

31 

40 

54 

85 

170 

282 

52  1 

St.  Paul 

1956 

19 

17 

20 

33 

44 

42 

159 

— 

21 

1966 

44 

31 

37 

46 

59 

80 

141 

260 

46 

Omaha 

1956 

17 

15 

15 

25 

37 

64 

139 

187 

25 

1966 

50 

29 

32 

41 

49 

68 

98 

264 

56 

Wichita 

1956 

12 

12 

16 

29 

49 

116 

196 

236 

33 

1966 

48 

21 

30 

44 

73 

99 

185 

491 

91 

Houston 

1956 

9 

8 

15 

29 

49 

124 

157 

202 

28 

1966 

40 

43 

32 

46 

72 

130 

221 

415 

83 

Berkeley 

1956 

40 

33 

43 

57 

135 

172 

237 

266 

94 

1966 

245 

72 

80 

115 

148 

220 

358 

540 

197 

Spokane 

1956 

40 

22 

27 

42 

59 

122 

149 

178 

47 

1966 

60 

37 

46 

56 

72 

127 

209 

379 

92 

Total 

1956 

18 

13 

19 

34 

61 

124 

187 

228 

26 

1966 

55 

27 

36 

51 

74 

117 

213 

428 

63 

No  borrowers  in  the  loan  sample  received  advances  of  this  size  in  1956. 
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TABLE  39  — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances  who  obtained 
advances  equal  to  specified  percentages  of  net  worth,  and  of  non- 
real  estate  assets,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966. 


District 

Amount  advanced  as  a 

percent  of  net  worth 

Under  20 
percent 

20  to  39 
percent 

40  to  59 
percent 

60  to  79 
percent 

80  to  99 
percent 

100  percent 
and  over 

(Percent  of  total  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances) 

Springfield 

75.1 

17.1 

4.3 

1.5 

0.8 

1.2 

Baltimore 

79.6 

13.2 

3.9 

1.3 

0.7 

1.3 

Columbia 

63.7 

20.6 

7.6 

3.3 

1.4 

3.4 

Louisville 

71.7 

15.7 

6.3 

2.9 

1.3 

2.1 

New  Orleans 

59.6 

20.5 

8.3 

4.8 

3.1 

3.7 

St.  Louis 

44.1 

20.9 

11.5 

7.3 

4.6 

11.6 

St.  Paul 

67.8 

18.0 

6.8 

3.2 

1.6 

2.6 

Omaha 

31.4 

22.6 

12.3 

10.9 

5.9 

16.9 

Wichita 

37.8 

25.1 

12.6 

7.8 

4.9 

11.8 

Houston 

45.7 

23.6 

11.9 

7.6 

4.3 

6.9 

Berkeley 

58.6 

20.7 

8.1 

5.0 

2.7 

4.9 

Spokane 

44.9 

28.0 

14.2 

5.2 

2.5 

5.2 

Total 

59.0 

19.7 

8.5 

4.7 

2.6 

5.5 

Amount  advanced  as  a percent  of  value  of  non-real  estate  assets 

District 

Under  20 

20  to  39 

40  to  59 

60  to  79 

80  to  99 

100  percent 

percent 

percent 

percent 

percent 

percent 

and  over 

(Percent  of  total  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances) 

Springfield 

64.9 

20.8 

8.7 

3.2 

1.4 

1.0 

Baltimore 

62.8 

20.1 

7.5 

4.4 

2.4 

2.8 

Columbia 

27.1 

26.8 

16.9 

9.7 

5.4 

14.1 

Louisville 

49.0 

25.3 

11.5 

5.8 

3.0 

5.4 

New  Orleans 

38.3 

27.9 

15.2 

6.9 

4.5 

7.2 

St.  Louis 

26.1 

24.0 

17.2 

12.1 

7.6 

13.0 

St.  Paul 

56.6 

24.6 

9.8 

4.1 

2.0 

2.9 

Omaha 

20.3 

25.5 

19.1 

14.6 

9.6 

10.9 

Wichita 

21.1 

25.4 

18.6 

13.9 

7.6 

13.4 

Houston 

21.7 

25.5 

19.7 

13.2 

8.0 

11.9 

Berkeley 

32.4 

24.4 

15.7 

9.2 

5.2 

13.1 

Spokane 

25.7 

28.2 

20.7 

12.7 

4.8 

7.9 

Total 

38.7 

25.0 

14.5 

8.6 

4.8 

"3- 

00 
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TABLE  40  - Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances,  by  total  non-real  estate  debt  as  a 
percent  of  the  value  of  non-real  estate  assets,  and  by  total  debt  as  a percent  of  total 
assets,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966. 


District 

Total  non-real  estate  debt  as  a percent  of  value  of  non-real  estate  assets1 

None 

Under  20 
percent 

20  to  39 
percent 

40  to  49 
percent 

50  to  59 
percent 

Over  60 
percent 

(Percent 

if  total  number  of  borrowers  receiving  a 

dvances) 

Springfield 

6.3 

32.3 

32.6 

11.5 

7.1 

10.2 

Baltimore 

7.1 

31.7 

31.1 

10.9 

6.6 

12.6 

Columbia 

8.2 

18.3 

23.2 

9.6 

7.5 

33.2 

Louisville 

9.8 

31.0 

27.9 

9.3 

6.6 

15.4 

New  Orleans 

9.0 

29.3 

30.0 

9.4 

6.4 

15.9 

St.  Louis 

10.2 

30.2 

30.5 

10.5 

7.0 

11.6 

St.  Paul 

4.4 

30.9 

33.9 

13.9 

7.9 

9.0 

Omaha 

4.3 

21.2 

31.4 

16.1 

11.2 

15.8 

Wichita 

7.4 

23.2 

27.7 

11.7 

10.2 

19.8 

Houston 

17.6 

37.5 

21.4 

7.3 

5.3 

10.9 

Berkeley 

9.2 

33.5 

30.9 

8.9 

5.5 

12.0 

Spokane 

7.0 

33.7 

32.7 

10.5 

5.8 

10.3 

Total 

8.3 

28.7 

29.1 

10.8 

7.3 

15.8 

District 

Total  debt  as  a percent  of  value  of  total  assets1 

None 

Under  20 
percent 

20  to  39 
percent 

40  to  49 
percent 

50  to  59 
percent 

Over  60 
percent 

(Percent 

if  total  number  of  borrowers  receiving  a 

dvances) 

Springfield 

2.5 

35.2 

36.7 

15.1 

6.5 

4.0 

Baltimore 

3.0 

34.6 

39.9 

12.3 

5.8 

4.4 

Columbia 

4.0 

39.4 

33.2 

11.6 

6.0 

5.8 

Louisville 

3.6 

38.4 

36.3 

11.4 

6.5 

3.8 

New  Orleans 

5.1 

38.7 

34.8 

11.8 

5.5 

4.1 

St.  Louis 

5.0 

33.2 

35.0 

13.4 

8.0 

5.4 

St.  Paul 

1.3 

26.0 

39.0 

15.9 

10.5 

7.3 

Omaha 

1.6 

19.4 

36.9 

18.9 

12.4 

10.8 

Wichita 

3.1 

24.2 

36.6 

16.2 

11.3 

8.6 

Houston 

8.9 

39.3 

32.4 

9.3 

4.8 

5.3 

Berkeley 

3.6 

36.8 

38.3 

11.2 

5.6 

4.5 

Spokane 

3.4 

28.2 

41.2 

14.2 

8.1 

4.9 

Total 

3.6 

33.4 

36.4 

13.3 

7.6 

5.7 

1 Based  on  financial  condition  of  borrower  at  time  application  was  made  for  a PCA  loan. 
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TABLE  41  — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances  who  obtained  advances  equal  to 
specified  percentages  of  gross  cash  farm  income  and  of  total  gross  cash  income,  for 
year  ending  June  30,  1966 


District 

Amount  advanced  as  a percent  of  gross  cash  farm 

income 

Under  20 
percent 

20  to  39 
percent 

40  to  59 
percent 

60  to  79 
percent 

80  to  99 
percent 

100  percent 
and  over 

(Percent  o 

f total  number  of  borrowers  receiving  a 

dvances) 

Springfield 

46.5 

28.7 

9.4 

5.5 

3.3 

6.6 

Baltimore 

38.1 

24.9 

12.5 

6.2 

4.2 

14.1 

Columbia 

17.6 

27.8 

17.2 

10.6 

6.8 

20.0 

Louisville 

25.4 

22.6 

14.7 

10.5 

6.7 

20.1 

New  Orleans 

14.7 

21.0 

19.5 

14.2 

9.6 

21.0 

St.  Louis 

12.6 

16.3 

17.2 

16.0 

12.7 

25.2 

St.  Paul 

29.1 

26.2 

16.9 

10.1 

6.6 

11.1 

Omaha 

8.0 

10.4 

12.8 

15.6 

17.0 

36.2 

Wichita 

4.8 

7.9 

9.4 

14.1 

14.0 

49.8 

Houston 

5.5 

11.1 

13.1 

17.0 

17.1 

36.2 

Berkeley 

12.5 

12.9 

12.1 

16.3 

14.1 

32.1 

Spokane 

7.9 

9.8 

10.4 

13.8 

18.6 

39.5 

Total 

19.8 

20.2 

14.8 

12.1 

9.7 

23.4 

District 

Amount  advanced  as  a percent  of  total  gross  cash 

1 

income 

Under  20 
percent 

20  to  39 
percent 

40  to  59 
percent 

60  to  79 
percent 

80  to  99 
percent 

100  percent 
and  over 

(Percent 

)f  total  number  of  borrowers  receiving  a 

dvances) 

Springfield 

53.7 

27.8 

8.9 

4.3 

2.1 

3.2 

Baltimore 

51.0 

27.0 

1 1.3 

4.8 

2.7 

3.2 

Columbia 

28.5 

32.1 

18.2 

8.9 

4.7 

7.6 

Louisville 

41.2 

26.4 

13.5 

7.5 

4.7 

6.7 

New  Orleans 

25.3 

24.9 

20.1 

12.1 

7.3 

10.3 

St.  Louis 

19.2 

20.5 

18.1 

15.3 

10.4 

16.5 

St.  Paul 

36.3 

27.9 

15.7 

8.5 

5.4 

6.2 

Omaha 

10.0 

12.8 

13.7 

15.9 

16.2 

31.4 

Wichita 

9.3 

11.2 

12.4 

14.4 

13.2 

39.5 

Houston 

12.4 

15.6 

16.9 

17.1 

14.4 

23.6 

Berkeley 

19.8 

15.8 

16.1 

15.8 

11.0 

21.5 

Spokane 

11.9 

13.7 

13.4 

13.8 

16.6 

30.6 

Total 

28.9 

23.4 

15.3 

10.8 

7.9 

13.7 

1 Gross  cash  farm  income  plus  off-farm  income  received  by  the  borrower. 
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TABLE  43  — Percent  of  amount  advanced,  by  type  of  operator, 
for  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  1962,  and  19661 
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TABLE  44  — Average  amount  of  assets  per  borrower,  and  average  amount  of  net  worth 
per  borrower,  by  type  of  operator,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


District 

Full-time 

farmer 

Part-time 

farmer 

Partnership 

Corporation 

Other 

(Average  amount  of  assets  per  borrower) 

Springfield 

$83,220 

$76,750 

$141,850 

$350,330 

$113,510 

Baltimore 

79,650 

67,790 

156,420 

301,540 

137,140 

Columbia 

73,350 

71,290 

214,440 

397,980 

96,090 

Louisville 

66,180 

57,200 

110,590 

316,570 

65,660 

New  Orleans 

79,670 

56,110 

216,270 

319,760 

177,790 

St.  Louis 

75,490 

58,190 

129,390 

311,190 

88,900 

St.  Paul 

69,850 

51,420 

119,220 

290,330 

78,470 

Omaha 

81,940 

53,580 

155,230 

819,690 

74,600 

Wichita 

138,200 

73,400 

306,610 

594,690 

67,960 

Houston 

116,760 

71,730 

291,170 

2,091,280 

132,860 

Berkeley 

252,560 

169,450 

580,400 

648,750 

201,920 

Spokane 

131,240 

70,070 

294,650 

524,210 

103,860 

Total 

88,060 

65,230 

203,360 

482,860 

91,940 

(Average  amount  of  net  worth  per  borrower) 

Springfield 

$60,040 

$58,410 

$98,840 

$245,680 

$88,950 

Baltimore 

56,790 

49,570 

118,930 

174,370 

111,850 

Columbia 

54,280 

53,040 

164,420 

262,120 

73,070 

Louisville 

47,830 

40,810 

82,800 

214,200 

50,260 

New  Orleans 

57,570 

42,690 

150,820 

206,710 

153,140 

St.  Louis 

52,860 

43,400 

91,900 

169,310 

71,180 

St.  Paul 

46,050 

35,850 

83,480 

183,120 

57,070 

Omaha 

51,680 

35,670 

108,130 

484,900 

53,490 

Wichita 

91,830 

53,090 

222,580 

276,600 

49,700 

Houston 

85,200 

53,840 

194,440 

541,740 

100,680 

Berkeley 

184,900 

127,380 

451,130 

404,430 

166,410 

Spokane 

90,410 

51,790 

189,370 

256,140 

86,560 

Total 

61,770 

47,720 

146,830 

277,740 

71,770 
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TABLE  45  — Average  amount  advanced  per  borrower,  and  average  amount  of  gross 
farm  income  per  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 

District 

Full-time 

farmer 

Part-time 

farmer 

Partnership 

Corporation 

Other 

(Average  amount  advanced  per  borrower  receiving  an  advance) 

Springfield 

$ 7,910 

$5,360 

$15,070 

$35,260 

$ 7,170 

Baltimore 

7,030 

3,800 

9,910 

54,750 

4,220 

Columbia 

8,510 

6,070 

21,670 

45,210 

10,060 

Louisville 

7,860 

4,570 

9,020 

35,530 

2,960 

New  Orleans 

13,430 

5,100 

30,800 

91,340 

5,550 

St.  Louis 

16,870 

6,910 

25,980 

118,510 

6,630 

St.  Paul 

9,080 

4,310 

13,970 

57,230 

7,770 

Omaha 

22,420 

8,860 

35,380 

165,110 

5,220 

Wichita 

32,260 

7,870 

65,730 

253,360 

7,410 

Houston 

24,150 

6,890 

79,410 

337,260 

18,970 

Berkeley 

43,430 

14,040 

95,150 

197,500 

8,590 

Spokane 

25,570 

6,620 

55,880 

132,710 

6,500 

Total 

15,150 

5,760 

33,490 

111,760 

6,340 

(Average  amou 

nt  of  gross  farm  income 

per  borrower) 

Springfield 

$32,260 

$12,170 

$51,280 

$176,620 

$12,650 

Baltimore 

22,600 

8,590 

40,110 

168,040 

5,900 

Columbia 

18,850 

7,660 

54,380 

275,010 

5,940 

Louisville 

15,970 

7,010 

18,280 

75,250 

5,200 

New  Orleans 

21,520 

6,370 

48,040 

170,140 

4,270 

St.  Louis 

24,270 

9,110 

39,260 

206,290 

7,000 

St.  Paul 

19,080 

8,490 

29,950 

98,090 

12,130 

Omaha 

24,960 

13,000 

39,440 

171,420 

5,190 

Wichita 

27,050 

6,590 

53,390 

167,260 

8,330 

Houston 

28,410 

7,040 

71,630 

328,490 

16,580 

Berkeley 

63,350 

15,440 

119,850 

246,770 

10,430 

Spokane 

28,450 

7,620 

52,730 

97,200 

6,820 

Total 

23,560 

8,080 

45,680 

172,490 

7,300 
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TABLE  46  — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances,  and  percent  of  total 

amount  advanced,  by  purpose  and  by  length  of  borrower's  membership,  for 
year  ending  June  30,  1966 


District 

Current  expenses1 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Total  advances 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

(Percent 

of  total  number  of  members  receiving  a 

dvances) 

Springfield 

2.5 

5.4 

47.8 

8.0 

9.9 

68.1 

8.2 

11.7 

80.1 

Baltimore 

3.4 

6.5 

40.4 

11.1 

12.3 

53.5 

12.0 

15.1 

72.9 

Columbia 

5.4 

6.6 

60.5 

12.2 

8.7 

59.9 

13.2 

10.4 

76.4 

Louisville 

5.9 

10.2 

52.9 

11.1 

14.2 

57.1 

12.0 

16.7 

71.3 

New  Orleans 

4.9 

8.5 

69.4 

9.0 

10.6 

63.7 

9.2 

12.1 

78.7 

St.  Louis 

6.8 

12.4 

66.0 

10.0 

11.1 

57.1 

11.1 

14.8 

74.1 

St.  Paul 

8.2 

13.9 

61.1 

12.1 

14.6 

56.3 

13.0 

17.2 

69.8 

Omaha 

8.0 

15.3 

70.8 

9.7 

13.7 

56.1 

10.3 

16.8 

72.9 

Wichita 

7.7 

10.9 

77.3 

7.9 

9.0 

67.3 

8.7 

11.7 

79.6 

Houston 

4.7 

8.0 

83.1 

5.4 

7.7 

69.2 

5.9 

8.5 

85.6 

Berkeley 

9.2 

14.1 

67.0 

11.2 

14.0 

59.3 

11.8 

16.3 

71.9 

Spokane 

7.5 

10.6 

73.8 

9.0 

11.6 

71.0 

9.1 

12.7 

78.2 

Total 

6.3 

10.3 

62.3 

10.3 

11.8 

60.0 

11.0 

14.2 

74.8 

District 

Current  expenses1 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Total  advances 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

(Percent  of  total  amount  advanced) 

Springfield 

2.2 

2.9 

36.9 

11.5 

6.0 

40.5 

13.7 

8.9 

77.4 

Baltimore 

2.4 

6.3 

34.9 

12.3 

9.1 

35.0 

14.7 

15.4 

69.9 

Columbia 

3.4 

4.6 

41.8 

11.3 

6.2 

32.7 

14.7 

10.8 

74.5 

Louisville 

2.2 

5.8 

39.3 

8.1 

9.5 

35.1 

10.3 

15.3 

74.4 

New  Orleans 

2.6 

5.3 

54.2 

4.5 

4.7 

28.7 

7.1 

10.0 

82.9 

St.  Louis 

2.9 

7.9 

55.1 

5.5 

3.8 

24.8 

8.4 

11.7 

79.9 

St.  Paul 

3.3 

6.6 

45.5 

9.2 

7.3 

28.1 

12.5 

13.9 

73.6 

Omaha 

3.5 

11.6 

63.0 

5.0 

3.0 

13.9 

8.5 

14.6 

76.9 

Wichita 

6.4 

7.8 

59.2 

4.4 

3.4 

18.8 

10.8 

11.2 

78.0 

Houston 

3.5 

6.4 

60.4 

2.6 

2.0 

25.1 

6.1 

8.4 

85.5 

Berkeley 

3.6 

12.1 

66.6 

2.6 

2.5 

12.6 

6.2 

14.6 

79.2 

Spokane 

3.0 

6.4 

57.8 

4.5 

3.0 

25.3 

7.5 

9.4 

83.1 

Total 

3.4 

7.6 

54.0 

6.0 

4.5 

24.5 

9.4 

12.1 

78.5 

1 Advances  for  current  operating  and  family  living  expenses,  and  to  buy  feeder  livestock. 
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TABLE  47  — Average  age,  assets,  debt,  net  worth,  and  gross  farm  income,  and  percent 
of  number  of  borrowers  with  off-farm  income,  by  length  of  borrower's 
membership,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


District 

Average  age 

Average  total  assets 

Average  non-real  estate  assets 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

(Years) 

(Dollars  per 

borrower) 

Springfield 

43 

42 

49 

98,460 

96,510 

87,470 

42,200 

47,180 

43,710 

Baltimore 

43 

42 

50 

73,360 

92,150 

78,250 

29,700 

37,560 

34,290 

Columbia 

43 

44 

51 

77,460 

84,980 

76,950 

28,870 

31,700 

27,940 

Louisville 

41 

42 

49 

59,300 

65,860 

65,620 

22,640 

28,840 

26,040 

New  Orleans 

42 

43 

51 

57,240 

62,740 

86,570 

26,720 

26,860 

39,100 

St.  Louis 

41 

43 

49 

70,660 

60,030 

76,980 

28,290 

26,540 

33,780 

St.  Paul 

40 

42 

46 

64,270 

61,180 

71,060 

28,250 

28,340 

33,240 

Omaha 

38 

41 

48 

73,770 

76,210 

93,350 

33,750 

36,560 

45,430 

Wichita 

41 

42 

49 

164,650 

155,230 

128,480 

75,450 

80,450 

57,490 

Houston 

41 

42 

49 

157,480 

147,330 

109,760 

77,580 

78,760 

44,860 

Berkeley 

43 

46 

50 

237,220 

226,680 

279,370 

64,550 

81,640 

104,880 

Spokane 

41 

42 

50 

110,340 

125,230 

141,820 

47,020 

51,140 

62,910 

Total 

41 

42 

49 

83,070 

83,520 

90,300 

33,440 

36,500 

38,460 

District 

Average  net  worth 

Average  gross  farm  income 

Percent  of  borrowers 
having  off-farm  income 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

Member 
under 
1 year 

Member 
1 to  3 
years 

Member 
over 
3 years 

(Dollars  per 

borrower) 

(Percent) 

Springfield 

67,050 

67,440 

64,090 

36,360 

32,950 

31,520 

47 

41 

41 

Baltimore 

50,100 

63,140 

57,600 

12,020 

19,380 

19,410 

76 

68 

62 

Columbia 

58,950 

64,010 

56,560 

17,980 

16,090 

17,090 

75 

67 

59 

Louisville 

41,080 

46,300 

47,970 

8,030 

10,360 

13,020 

76 

74 

70 

New  Orleans 

40,080 

42,960 

63,800 

11,040 

12,980 

20,250 

63 

66 

49 

St.  Louis 

51,340 

40,370 

55,080 

15,470 

18,660 

22,220 

59 

54 

47 

St.  Paul 

43,720 

41,170 

47,360 

14,840 

15,040 

18,290 

46 

47 

43 

Omaha 

43,300 

45,150 

60,540 

21,650 

22,120 

26,490 

27 

30 

31 

Wichita 

122,540 

99,200 

85,850 

18,770 

23,930 

25,400 

41 

47 

45 

Houston 

96,420 

102,390 

79,900 

23,300 

21,810 

25,260 

56 

60 

48 

Berkeley 

174,830 

162,520 

208,070 

33,560 

55,050 

62,680 

65 

64 

52 

Spokane 

69,690 

81,030 

97,120 

17,060 

20,240 

29,030 

53 

52 

41 

Total 

58,200 

57,420 

64,330 

15,970 

18,010 

21,650 

61 

58 

52 
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TABLE  48  —Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances,  and  percent  of 

amount  advanced,  by  age  of  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


Age  of  borrower  in  years 

District 

Under  30 

30  to  34 

35  to  39 

40  to  44 

45  to  49 

50  to  54 

55  to  59 

60  and  over 

(Percent  of  total  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances) 

Springfield 

5.0 

7.1 

12.2 

15.6 

19.0 

14.1 

12.8 

14.2 

Baltimore 

5.3 

7.5 

12.0 

15.2 

16.4 

14.2 

13.1 

16.3 

Columbia 

4.0 

6.1 

9.0 

14.4 

16.4 

16.1 

14.5 

19.5 

Louisville 

9.1 

7.6 

11.9 

13.8 

15.8 

14.4 

11.5 

15.9 

New  Orleans 

5.1 

5.5 

10.9 

13.2 

13.8 

16.5 

16.4 

18.6 

St.  Louis 

7.8 

7.4 

11.4 

16.2 

15.9 

14.3 

12.3 

14.7 

St.  Paul 

8.1 

10.2 

15.7 

16.9 

16.0 

13.6 

9.7 

9.8 

Omaha 

8.3 

8.9 

13.6 

17.2 

16.9 

12.2 

10.2 

12.7 

Wichita 

6.6 

8.3 

10.9 

16.8 

14.0 

15.4 

11.9 

16.1 

Houston 

6.3 

6.3 

11.6 

14.2 

15.4 

16.5 

12.9 

16.8 

Berkeley 

3.2 

7.0 

10.3 

15.6 

17.5 

17.2 

11.9 

17.3 

Spokane 

5.5 

4.8 

11.3 

16.2 

17.2 

16.1 

12.8 

16.1 

Total 

6.7 

7.4 

11.9 

15.3 

16.1 

14.8 

12.3 

15.5 

(Percent  of  total  amount  advanced) 

Springfield 

4.3 

6.9 

16.7 

16.0 

22.3 

13.1 

10.1 

10.6 

Baltimore 

4.3 

6.9 

12.7 

16.6 

17.6 

11.1 

14.9 

15.9 

Columbia 

3.5 

6.3 

11.9 

15.5 

19.0 

16.2 

12.2 

15.4 

Louisville 

7.7 

7.7 

13.8 

14.2 

18.2 

15.5 

12.0 

10.9 

New  Orleans 

6.1 

5.3 

12.4 

15.9 

14.8 

16.2 

14.0 

15.3 

St.  Louis 

6.8 

7.2 

14.2 

17.6 

16.4 

15.4 

11.1 

11.3 

St.  Paul 

7.1 

10.1 

19.1 

19.7 

16.4 

13.1 

7.6 

6.9 

Omaha 

4.3 

7.7 

15.9 

18.8 

18.5 

13.4 

8.3 

13.1 

Wichita 

2.7 

6.9 

10.7 

16.7 

19.7 

14.0 

10.3 

19.0 

Houston 

5.4 

6.4 

12.1 

16.8 

18.4 

12.0 

14.7 

14.2 

Berkeley 

1.6 

4.1 

12.3 

12.1 

17.4 

26.7 

10.0 

15.8 

Spokane 

1.9 

5.5 

13.3 

18.6 

17.2 

19.8 

10.7 

13.0 

Total 

4.6 

6.8 

13.6 

16.6 

17.8 

16.1 

11.0 

13.5 
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TABLE  49  - Average  amount  of  net  worth  per  borrower,  and  average  total  amount  advanced 
per  borrower,  by  age  of  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


Age  of  borrower  in  years 

District 

Under  30 

30  to  34 

35  to  39 

40  to  44 

45  to  49 

50  to  54 

55  to  59 

60  and  over 

! 

(Average  amount  of  net  worth  per  borrower) 

Springfield 

$34,170 

$39,150 

$63,910 

$64,590 

$69,1 10 

$74,970 

$66,130 

$70,540 

Baltimore 

27,550 

38,790 

39,060 

64,130 

65,480 

55,440 

75,930 

65,890 

Columbia 

38,970 

44,680 

64,540 

52,630 

63,510 

55,650 

57,390 

64,180 

Louisville 

26,790 

35,270 

45,290 

39,450 

52,270 

54,300 

54,440 

53,820 

New  Orleans 

39,230 

50,030 

45,160 

58,260 

61,700 

68,640 

58,700 

64,920 

St.  Louis 

16,970 

37,390 

49,520 

48,730 

56,890 

65,000 

60,170 

60,470 

St.  Paul 

23,700 

32,140 

41,110 

51,530 

48,070 

52,010 

55,600 

53,400 

Omaha 

17,470 

33,270 

48,830 

54,400 

67,640 

58,980 

61,530 

84,890 

Wichita 

22,140 

55,280 

62,750 

70,970 

117,300 

87,310 

85,510 

160,360 

Houston 

35,140 

45,860 

61,680 

81,620 

99,760 

82,930 

85,620 

113,020 

Berkeley 

50,650 

127,810 

191,090 

148,000 

184,820 

267,870 

231,380 

215,780 

Spokane 

23,330 

53,170 

76,520 

99,920 

97,010 

98,940 

119,530 

100,680 

Total 

26,570 

41,880 

54,990 

59,090 

68,850 

71,170 

70,170 

76,970 

(Average  total  amount  advanced  per  borrower  receiving  an  advance) 

Springfield 

$ 7,130 

$ 8,130 

$11,490 

$ 8,610 

$ 9,780 

$ 7,820 

$ 6,640 

$ 6,300 

Baltimore 

5,070 

5,870 

6,700 

6,920 

6,730 

4,910 

7,200 

6,170 

Columbia 

7,180 

8,570 

10,900 

8,840 

9,520 

8,260 

6,910 

6,440 

Louisville 

5,390 

6,590 

7,450 

6,610 

7,430 

6,870 

6,660 

4,420 

New  Orleans 

14,410 

11,590 

13,620 

14,440 

12,850 

11,820 

10,220 

9,820 

St.  Louis 

12,870 

14,290 

18,420 

16,060 

15,240 

15,920 

13,280 

11,360 

St.  Paul 

7,290 

8,220 

10,150 

9,760 

8,570 

7,990 

6,480 

5,820 

Omaha 

11,670 

19,640 

26,480 

24,650 

24,760 

24,800 

18,490 

23,210 

Wichita 

12,280 

25,140 

29,310 

29,770 

42,200 

27,050 

25,750 

35,220 

Houston 

19,460 

22,620 

23,400 

26,740 

26,780 

16,400 

25,650 

19,020 

Berkeley 

21,510 

24,870 

50,760 

32,910 

41,770 

65,930 

35,700 

38,860 

Spokane 

8,700 

28,960 

30,170 

29,590 

25,950 

31,530 

21,520 

20,720 

Total 

9,320 

12,410 

15,710 

14,850 

15,210 

14,840 

12,210 

11,970 
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TABLE  50  — Average  total  amount  of  assets  per  borrower,  and  average  amount  of  gross  farm 

income  received  per  borrower,  by  age  of  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


Age  of  borrower  in  years 

District 

Under  30 

30  to  34 

35  to  39 

40  to  44 

45  to  49 

50  to  54 

55  to  59 

60  and  over 

(Average  amount  of  assets  per  borrower) 

Springfield 

$55,920 

$66,450 

$96,020 

$92,280 

$93,770 

$99,160 

$87,190 

$89,600 

Baltimore 

44,650 

56,320 

59,890 

93,090 

93,630 

72,920 

100,240 

85,010 

Columbia 

53,240 

64,960 

91,080 

74,860 

88,110 

75,800 

73,470 

80,540 

Louisville 

42,430 

53,470 

70,210 

58,350 

73,630 

73,190 

69,920 

65,080 

New  Orleans 

63,620 

75,050 

67,950 

84,870 

83,230 

93,810 

75,030 

83,310 

St.  Louis 

31,940 

59,250 

76,160 

72,810 

79,080 

89,160 

79,820 

75,100 

St.  Paul 

42,370 

56,700 

68,390 

77,620 

71,420 

72,520 

74,160 

69,820 

Omaha 

32,860 

58,720 

84,590 

89,580 

111,280 

90,800 

89,740 

114,190 

Wichita 

38,370 

97,520 

105,740 

113,320 

180,140 

128,670 

124,440 

210,100 

Houston 

51,880 

73,300 

98,870 

117,700 

136,470 

110,730 

127,470 

143,520 

Berkeley 

77,740 

178,620 

272,600 

208,860 

257,820 

361,380 

292,920 

277,150 

Spokane 

39,770 

91,850 

124,440 

151,180 

145,040 

149,810 

172,700 

129,700 

Total 

43,480 

66,450 

85,410 

87,700 

98,550 

98,260 

93,840 

97,880 

(Average  amount  of  gross  farm  income  per  borrower) 

Springfield 

$22,340 

$25,160 

$35,150 

$37,770 

$35,230 

$30,080 

$28,900 

$30,780 

Baltimore 

12,370 

21,880 

16,420 

23,030 

20,590 

14,640 

22,040 

16,520 

Columbia 

12,590 

17,380 

16,980 

17,450 

20,700 

21,020 

16,200 

1 1,710 

Louisville 

9,340 

1 1 ,940 

13,080 

11,450 

13,800 

12,870 

12,630 

10,140 

New  Orleans 

17,900 

19,880 

20,190 

20,210 

19,280 

20,340 

16,720 

14,910 

St.  Louis 

14,300 

20,090 

24,380 

22,930 

22,240 

23,820 

18,840 

17,630 

St.  Paul 

13,500 

15,860 

18,920 

19,760 

17,170 

15,860 

16,080 

18,130 

Omaha 

13,090 

20,560 

26,350 

27,050 

28,260 

26,280 

22,380 

30,160 

Wichita 

10,810 

21,440 

23,060 

23,490 

33,710 

23,800 

23,790 

27,870 

Houston 

21,370 

21,910 

27,790 

29,600 

28,660 

19,800 

26,500 

21,240 

Berkeley 

24,810 

37,420 

62,480 

48,610 

73,810 

78,240 

49,530 

48,540 

Spokane 

10,060 

24,600 

27,280 

31,800 

29,100 

32,350 

25,180 

21,450 

Total 

13,180 

18,520 

21,620 

22,190 

23,450 

22,240 

19,600 

18,140 
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TABLE  51  — Percent  of  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances,  and  percent  of  amount  advanced,  by 
amount  of  off-farm  cash  income  received  per  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966. 


District 

Amount  of  off-farm  income  received  by  borrower 

None 

Under 

$1,000 

$1,000 

to 

1,999 

$2,000 

to 

4,999 

$5,000 

to 

9,999 

$10,000 

to 

24,999 

$25,000 

and 

over 

(Percent  of  total  number  of  borrowers  receiving  advances) 

Springfield 

59.4 

3.1 

6.1 

14.7 

12.2 

3.7 

00 

o 

Baltimore 

37.4 

5.7 

7.5 

19.2 

21.0 

7.7 

1.5 

Columbia 

40.7 

8.3 

7.9 

18.0 

16.5 

6.9 

1.7 

Louisville 

29.1 

4.2 

8.2 

22.5 

27.3 

7.5 

1.2 

New  Orleans 

47.7 

6.2 

6.6 

18.1 

14.8 

5.5 

1.1 

St.  Louis 

51.3 

4.7 

7.5 

18.6 

13.2 

4.1 

0.6 

St.  Paul 

55.2 

6.0 

7.1 

13.8 

14.0 

3.4 

0.5 

Omaha 

69.6 

3.9 

7.3 

11.5 

6.2 

1.4 

0.1 

Wichita 

55.0 

4.7 

7.6 

18.4 

10.8 

2.8 

0.7 

Houston 

51.4 

4.2 

6.0 

18.0 

14.3 

5.0 

i i 

i.i 

Berkeley 

44.6 

2.3 

5.2 

14.2 

20.7 

10.6 

2.4 

Spokane 

57.0 

3.4 

8.0 

14.7 

12.3 

3.8 

0.8 

Total 

46.9 

5.2 

7.4 

17.6 

16.6 

5.3 

1.0 

(Percent  of  total  amount  advanced) 

Springfield 

66.5 

2.1 

4.4 

12.8 

7.5 

3.2 

3.5 

Baltimore 

49.1 

2.4 

3.0 

11.7 

17.4 

12.8 

3.6 

Columbia 

42.5 

3.0 

4.5 

12.1 

14.7 

13.3 

9.9 

Louisville 

38.0 

2.5 

5.5 

16.3 

20.7 

9.5 

7.5 

New  Orleans 

63.7 

1.3 

3.0 

10.1 

10.3 

9.2 

2.4 

St.  Louis 

64.0 

3.0 

5.2 

11.1 

9.2 

6.2 

1.3 

St.  Paul 

64.4 

4.5 

6.8 

10.0 

9.0 

4.2 

1.1 

Omaha 

80.4 

2.2 

4.9 

7.3 

3.9 

1.2 

0.1 

Wichita 

75.7 

2.1 

3.7 

7.0 

4.7 

3.7 

3.1 

Houston 

66.8 

1.7 

3.4 

9.5 

7.7 

6.6 

4.3 

Berkeley 

59.5 

0.9 

2.7 

5.8 

11.8 

11.4 

7.9 

Spokane 

71.0 

2.4 

4.8 

10.1 

4.9 

3.3 

3.5 

Total 

63.1 

2.3 

4.4 

9.9 

9.6 

6.7 

4.0 

Production  Credit  Associations 

TABLE  52  - Average  assets  per  borrower,  and  average  net  worth  per  borrower,  by  amount  of 
off-farm  cash  income  received  per  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966. 


Amount  of  off-farm  income  received  by  borrower 


District 

None 

Under 

$1,000 

$1,000 

to 

1,999 

$2,000 

to 

4,999 

$5,000 

to 

9,999 

$10,000 

to 

24,999 

$25,000 

and 

over 

(Average  amount  of  assets  per  borrower) 

Springfield 

$96,490 

$54,340 

$56,450 

$63,190 

$69,480 

$132,690 

$380,000 

Baltimore 

85,040 

39,080 

45,880 

54,790 

62,100 

153,770 

519,310 

Columbia 

67,240 

30,380 

39,120 

43,780 

65,630 

181,850 

660,860 

Louisville 

75,570 

36,900 

46,190 

45,630 

50,810 

122,610 

424,490 

New  Orleans 

86,830 

19,580 

39,120 

55,440 

71,830 

203,110 

332,870 

St.  Louis 

79,250 

36,480 

50,650 

44,210 

61,880 

169,690 

648,050 

St.  Paul 

74,380 

53,680 

55,560 

53,530 

53,570 

103,900 

330,280 

Omaha 

98,410 

65,230 

51,010 

55,510 

76,100 

166,960 

433,000 

Wichita 

162,860 

61,800 

64,980 

57,590 

71,730 

230,130 

1,868,620 

Houston 

138,220 

42,240 

65,290 

61,050 

75,380 

201,590 

692,370 

Berkeley 

311,010 

130,780 

166,560 

117,050 

166,960 

273,880 

1,385,680 

Spokane 

156,920 

80,910 

84,780 

109,130 

76,700 

160,160 

812,520 

Total 

99,710 

42,920 

53,670 

53,850 

64,650 

159,730 

642,490 

(Average  amount  of  net  worth  per  borrower) 

Springfield 

$68,680 

$36,700 

$40,440 

$46,910 

$52,330 

$105,710 

$270,090 

Baltimore 

60,560 

28,760 

34,280 

39,800 

44,480 

114,910 

362,760 

Columbia 

49,860 

23,960 

29,760 

32,290 

48,290 

133,260 

488,850 

Louisville 

54,110 

29,360 

34,910 

33,830 

36,210 

80,110 

2,999,970 

New  Orleans 

61,820 

14,300 

29,180 

39,670 

54,290 

152,830 

265,050 

St.  Louis 

55,720 

25,960 

35,450 

31,720 

43,430 

123,850 

502,080 

St.  Paul 

49,800 

34,720 

35,530 

35,710 

36,100 

72,830 

227,570 

Omaha 

62,130 

43,260 

32,520 

35,180 

50,820 

110,360 

218,000 

Wichita 

106,370 

39,780 

44,640 

38,910 

47,450 

164,320 

1,479,130 

Houston 

96,100 

33,270 

48,530 

46,880 

56,700 

143,140 

513,680 

Berkeley 

229,840 

100,270 

117,230 

84,030 

122,850 

202,380 

1,062,840 

Spokane 

104,260 

53,550 

57,040 

69,690 

54,710 

119,690 

663,680 

Total 

69,130 

30,830 

38,1 10 

38,390 

46,380 

116,530 

479,290 
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TABLE  53  — Average  amount  advanced  per  borrower,  and  average  amount  of  gross  cash  farm  income  per 

borrower,  by  amount  of  off-farm  income  received  per  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


District 

Amount  of  off-farm  income  received  by  borrower 

None 

Under 

$1,000 

$1,000 

to 

1,999 

$2,000 

to 

4,999 

$5,000 

to 

9,999 

$10,000 

to 

24,999 

$25,000 

and 

over 

(Average  amount  advanced  per  borrower  receiving  an  advance) 

Springfield 

$ 9,420 

$ 5,570 

$ 5,970 

$ 7,270 

$ 5,120 

$ 7,220 

$37,840 

Baltimore 

8,300 

2,630 

2,550 

3,860 

5,220 

10,480 

15,320 

Columbia 

8,560 

2,980 

4,710 

5,510 

7,350 

15,780 

46,660 

Louisville 

8,390 

3,820 

4,320 

4,650 

4,870 

8,120 

41,380 

New  Orleans 

16,000 

2,570 

5,360 

6,710 

8,370 

19,820 

25,380 

St.  Louis 

18,410 

9,290 

10,310 

8,780 

10,340 

22,360 

33,040 

St.  Paul 

9,680 

6,220 

8,030 

6,040 

5,380 

10,420 

20,530 

Omaha 

26,100 

12,690 

15,150 

14,230 

14,170 

19,880 

40,000 

Wichita 

41,080 

13,460 

14,740 

11,410 

13,000 

39,790 

134,440 

Houston 

29,270 

8,830 

12,940 

11,830 

12,080 

29,780 

88,490 

Berkeley 

56,730 

16,030 

22,000 

17,410 

24,170 

45,480 

136,600 

Spokane 

32,050 

18,140 

15,430 

17,720 

10,180 

22,330 

105,080 

Total 

18,380 

6,300 

8,270 

7,680 

7,880 

17,180 

54,120 

(Average  amount  of  gross  farm  income) 

Springfield 

$40,640 

$20,360 

$19,140 

$20,230 

$17,470 

$19,250 

$50,390 

Baltimore 

28,720 

10,210 

10,420 

10,600 

13,180 

18,730 

37,000 

Columbia 

24,070 

7,610 

9,950 

9,530 

11,010 

25,040 

41,790 

Louisville 

18,300 

7,940 

9,890 

9,250 

7,340 

11,650 

51,690 

New  Orleans 

25,420 

4,340 

9,560 

10,440 

12,110 

26,970 

25,490 

St.  Louis 

27,050 

12,390 

13,850 

12,850 

12,150 

23,660 

84,620 

St.  Paul 

2,000 

14,200 

15,310 

12,920 

9,710 

15,070 

121,940 

Omaha 

28,920 

14,910 

16,020 

15,190 

19,450 

20,700 

220,000 

Wichita 

33,110 

14,860 

15,080 

10,710 

11,380 

28,550 

90,260 

Houston 

33,890 

11,330 

14,140 

13,550 

12,120 

23,600 

79,770 

Berkeley 

80,860 

26,430 

61,610 

24,880 

27,240 

51,650 

139,100 

Spokane 

33,720 

15,290 

15,440 

17,620 

13,110 

20,510 

115,110 

Total 

28,250 

10,900 

13,780 

11,960 

11,220 

21,380 

64,370 

Production  Credit  Associations 
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TABLE  55  — Percent  of  number  and  amount  of  advances  made  to  livestock 
feeders,  and  to  other  borrowers,  by  purpose,  for  year  ending 
June  30, 19661 


District 

Current  expenses2 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Total  advances 

Livestock 

feeders 

Other 

borrowers 

Total 

Livestock 

feeders 

Other 

borrowers 

Total 

Livestock 

feeders 

Other 

borrowers 

Total 

(Percent  o 

F total  number  of  borrowers  receiving  ac 

vances) 

Springfield 

0.2 

55.5 

55.7 

0.1 

86.0 

86.1 

0.2 

99.8 

100.0  1 

Baltimore 

2.3 

48.0 

50.3 

1.2 

75.7 

76.9 

2.3 

97.7 

100.0 

Columbia 

1.2 

71.4 

72.6 

1.1 

79.7 

80.8 

1.2 

98.8 

100.0 

Louisville 

2.3 

66.7 

69.0 

1.9 

80.6 

82.5 

2.3 

97.7 

100.0 

New  Orleans 

1.1 

81.6 

82.7 

1.1 

82.3 

83.4 

1.1 

98.9 

100.0 

St.  Louis 

6.1 

78.9 

85.0 

5.1 

73.1 

78.2 

6.2 

93.8 

100.0 

St.  Paul 

3.7 

79.5 

83.2 

3.3 

79.7 

83.0 

3.7 

96.3 

100.0 

Omaha 

18.8 

75.3 

94.1 

15.9 

63.7 

79.6 

18.8 

81.2 

100.0 

Wichita 

11.6 

84.4 

96.0 

10.0 

74.3 

84.3 

11.6 

88.4 

100.0 

Houston 

2.8 

93.1 

95.9 

2.6 

79.7 

82.3 

2.8 

97.2 

100.0 

Berkeley 

7.6 

82.7 

90.3 

5.8 

78.7 

84.5 

7.6 

92.4 

100.0 

Spokane 

7.1 

84.8 

91.9 

6.8 

84.8 

91.6 

7.1 

92.9 

100.0 

Total 

4.6 

74.3 

78.9 

3.9 

78.2 

82.1 

4.6 

95.4 

100.0 

District 

2 

Current  expenses 

Capital  and  other  purposes 

Total  advances 

Livestock 

feeders 

Other 

borrowers 

Total 

Livestock 

feeders 

Other 

borrowers 

Total 

Livestock 

feeders 

Other 

borrowers 

Total 

(Percent  of  total  amount  advanced) 

Springfield 

0.2 

41.9 

42.1 

0.2 

57.7 

57.9 

0.4 

99.6 

100.0 

Baltimore 

7.6 

36.0 

43.6 

2.6 

53.8 

56.4 

10.2 

89.8 

100.0 

Columbia 

6.4 

43.4 

49.8 

1.6 

48.6 

50.2 

8.0 

92.0 

100.0 

Louisville 

11.4 

36.0 

47.4 

3.8 

48.8 

52.6 

15.2 

84.8 

100.0 

New  Orleans 

5.0 

57.1 

62.1 

1.5 

36.4 

37.9 

6.5 

93.5 

100.0 

St.  Louis 

15.1 

50.8 

65.9 

3.5 

30.6 

34.1 

18.6 

81.4 

100.0 

St.  Paul 

17.5 

37.9 

55.4 

3.2 

41.4 

44.6 

20.7 

79.3 

100.0 

Omaha 

42.9 

35.2 

78.1 

5.3 

16.6 

21.9 

48.2 

51.8 

100.0 

Wichita 

36.4 

37.0 

73.4 

4.5 

22.1 

26.6 

40.9 

59.1 

100.0 

Houston 

15.2 

55.0 

70.2 

3.4 

26.4 

29.8 

18.6 

81.4 

100.0 

Berkeley 

27.5 

54.9 

82.4 

1.3 

16.3 

17.6 

28.8 

71.2 

100.0 

Spokane 

20.7 

46.5 

67.2 

4.5 

28.3 

32.8 

25.2 

74.8 

100.0 

Total 

20.2 

44.8 

65.0 

3.3 

31.7 

35.0 

23.5 

76.5 

100.0 

1 Livestock  feeders  include  borrowers  who  received  an  advance  of  $5,000  or  more  for  the  purpose  of  feeding  livestock  during  the 
12  months  ending  June  30,  1966. 

2 Advances  for  current  operating  and  family  living  expenses,  and  to  buy  feeder  livestock. 
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TABLE  56  — Average  total  assets,  real  estate  assets,  non-real  estate  assets,  net  worth, 

amount  advanced,  and  gross  farm  income,  per  borrower,  for  livestock  \ 

feeders  and  other  borrowers,  for  year  ending  June  30,  19661 


al 

District 

Average  total  assets 

Average  real  estate  assets 

Average  non-real  estate  assets 

Livestock 

feeders 

Other 

borrowers 

Total 

Livestock 

feeders 

Other 

borrowers 

Total 

Livestock 

feeders 

Other 

borrowers 

Total 

(Dollars  per  borrower) 

0 

Springfield 

133,540 

89,360 

89,420 

60,000 

45,350 

45,370 

73,540 

44,010 

44,050 

0 

Baltimore 

162,480 

78,570 

80,180 

101,950 

44,690 

45,790 

60,530 

33,880 

34,390 

0 

Columbia 

416,970 

74,540 

78,090 

239,590 

47,550 

49,540 

177,380 

26,990 

28,550 

| 

0 

Louisville 

199,790 

62,110 

64,980 

100,130 

37,500 

38,810 

99,660 

24,610 

26,170 

f 

0 

New  Orleans 

268,350 

78,640 

80,660 

151,160 

43,210 

44,360 

117,190 

35,430 

36,300 

/ 

0 

St.  Louis 

130,360 

70,180 

73,650 

68,470 

39,940 

41,590 

61,890 

30,240 

32,060 

t 

0 : 

St.  Paul 

142,540 

65,760 

68,320 

72,070 

35,400 

36,630 

70,470 

30,360 

31,690 

I 

0 

Omaha 

125,910 

80,050 

88,450 

57,570 

43,050 

45,710 

68,340 

37,000 

42,740 

0 

Wichita 

266,250 

117,700 

134,780 

137,640 

64,620 

73,020 

128,610 

53,080 

61,760 

Q 

0 

Houston 

478,170 

105,560 

115,890 

176,850 

62,940 

66,100 

301,320 

42,620 

49,790 

| 

0 

Berkeley 

575,620 

241,440 

266,040 

352,380 

155,020 

169,550 

223,240 

86,420 

96,490 

’ 

0 

Spokane 

327,490 

122,490 

136,730 

193,520 

68,140 

76,850 

133,970 

54,350 

59,880 

s 

— 

l 

0 

Total 

220,150 

82,730 

88,500 

115,790 

48,010 

50,860 

104,360 

34,720 

37,640 

1 

b<v 

Average  net  worth 

Average  amount  advanced 

Average  gross  farm  income 

1 

1 

1 

Livestock 

Other 

Livestock 

Other 

_ 

Livestock 

Other 

feeders 

borrowers 

feeders 

borrowers 

feeders 

borrowers 

/ 

(Dollars  per  borrower) 

0 

Springfield 

96,640 

64,680 

64,730 

23,840 

8,360 

8,380 

55,400 

32,010 

32,040 

1 

0 

Baltimore 

108,510 

56,800 

57,790 

28,250 

5,800 

6,320 

38,130 

18,260 

18,640 

0 

Columbia 

288,880 

55,410 

57,830 

53,770 

7,650 

8,210 

144,560 

15,720 

17,060 

0 

Louisville 

127,180 

45,220 

46,930 

41,680 

5,580 

6,420 

55,820 

11,070 

12,010 

1 

0 

New  Orleans 

187,690 

57,420 

58,800 

68,210 

11,330 

11,980 

69,210 

17,880 

18,420 

0 

St.  Louis 

85,390 

50,360 

52,380 

44,740 

12,800 

14,770 

50,580 

19,130 

20,940 

0 

St.  Paul 

82,660 

44,440 

45,710 

46,350 

6,850 

8,330 

53,290 

16,000 

17,240 

ft 

0 

Omaha 

74,860 

51,980 

56,170 

57,990 

14,410 

22,600 

56,780 

18,190 

25,250 

\ 

0 

Wichita 

173,960 

79,780 

90,610 

105,460 

19,990 

29,910 

68,420 

18,970 

24,650 

\ 

0 

Houston 

270,250 

77,520 

82,860 

148,070 

18,850 

22,500 

119,440 

22,140 

24,840 

0 

Berkeley 

415,370 

179,560 

196,920 

159,960 

32,690 

42,410 

146,050 

51,100 

58,090 

0 

Spokane 

189,070 

85,250 

92,460 

90,770 

20,690 

25,700 

76,190 

23,060 

26,760 

0 

Total 

140,460 

59,210 

62,620 

69,670 

10,970 

13,680 

68,240 

18,410 

20,500 

t 

f 

* Livestock  feeders  include  borrowers  who  received  an  advance  of  $5,000  or  more  for  the  purpose  of  feeding  livestock  during  the 

R 

1 2 months  ending  June  30,  1 966. 

A 

Production  Credit  Associations 

TABLE  57  — Percent  of  borrowers  receiving  advances,  by  tenure  of  borrower, 
for  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  1962,  and  1966 
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TABLE  58  — Percent  of  amount  advanced,  by  tenure  of  borrower, 
for  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  1962,  and  1966 
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TABLE  59  - Average  amounts  of  assets,  debt,  net  worth,  and  income  per  borrower,  by  amount 
advanced  per  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


District 

and 

amount 
advanced 
by  PCA 

Percent  of 
borrowers 
receiving 
indicated 
advance 

Average  amount  per  borrower 

Percent  of 
borrowers 
receiving 
off-farm 
income 

Assets 

Total 

debt 

Net 

worth 

Gross  cash 
farm 
income 

Net  cash 
farm 
income 

Off-farm 
income  1 

(Percent) 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 

(Percent)  ; 

Springfield 

None 

13.5 

85.5 

19.0 

66.5 

32.9 

6.7 

9.1 

47.3 

Under  $1,000 

7.0 

44.3 

10.2 

34.1 

14.2 

4.0 

4.9 

50.5 

1,000-4,999 

41.6 

61.8 

14.9 

46.9 

20.3 

5.8 

4.6 

45.4 

5,000-9,999 

18.4 

87.8 

25.8 

62.0 

30.0 

8.6 

4.5 

36.1 

10,000-24,999 

13.5 

116.5 

34.1 

82.4 

44.1 

10.6 

7.5 

32.8 

25,000-49,999 

4.4 

213.2 

74.1 

139.1 

86.4 

21.5 

8.8 

27.7 

50,000-99,999 

1.1 

396.2 

155.0 

241.2 

142.0 

20.1 

62.3 

29.4 

100,000  and  over 

0.5 

731.9 

187.7 

544.2 

279.0 

56.2 

31.5 

28.6 

Average 

100.0 

89.4 

24.7 

64.7 

32.0 

8.0 

6.3 

41.6 

Baltimore 

None 

16.1 

64.7 

16.3 

48.4 

12.6 

3.8 

5.4  ' 

71.6 

Under  $1,000 

19.6 

44.8 

10.9 

33.9 

6.7 

2.4 

4.8 

73.5 

1,000-4,999 

39.5 

55.0 

14.3 

40.7 

12.7 

4.2 

4.9 

62.1 

5,000-9,999 

12.1 

89.0 

27.4 

61.6 

19.2 

6.7 

7.4 

60.7 

10,000  -24,999 

8.8 

186.4 

52.0 

134.4 

33.2 

10.8 

10.4 

53.2 

25,000-49,999 

2.5 

274.2 

93.1 

181.1 

117.6 

17.2 

15.1 

44.4 

50,000-99,999 

1.1 

336.0 

105.1 

230.9 

133.2 

18.6 

16.3 

40.0 

100,000  and  over 

0.3 

421.8 

169.3 

252.5 

167.5 

8.4 

8.8 

33.3 

Average 

100.0 

80.2 

22.4 

57.8 

18.6 

5.2 

6.0 

64.1 

Columbia 

None 

15.4 

85.1 

20.4 

64.7 

10.9 

3.7 

7.8 

73.9 

Under  $1 ,000 

13.8 

21.2 

3.6 

17.6 

3.8 

1.7 

3.1 

65.5 

1,000-4,999 

38.6 

37.9 

8.6 

29.3 

7.9 

3.2 

4.5 

57.2 

5,000-9,999 

15.0 

73.3 

18.3 

55.0 

14.8 

5.1 

6.6 

61.6 

10,000-24,999 

11.5 

134.1 

35.3 

98.8 

30.7 

9.1 

8.8 

57.7 

25,000-49,999 

4.2 

232.7 

63.9 

168.8 

53.7 

13.3 

18.8 

58.7 

50,000-99,999 

1.0 

445.5 

132.2 

313.3 

199.5 

18.5 

31.3 

42.2 

100,000  and  over 

0.5 

1,304.2 

479.0 

825.2 

342.3 

27.2 

54.7 

54.5 

Average 

100.0 

78.1 

20.3 

57.8 

17.1 

4.7 

6.7 

61.5 

Louisville 

None 

11.1 

62.0 

13.9 

48.1 

9.6 

3.5 

5.9 

75.1 

Under  $1,000 

19.8 

37.3 

8.2 

29.1 

5.3 

2.0 

4.8 

77.9 

1,000-4,999 

40.9 

47.6 

11.8 

35.8 

8.1 

2.9 

5.3 

72.8 

5,000-9,999 

13.9 

70.0 

20.5 

49.5 

13.9 

4.8 

6.1 

66.6 

10,000-24,999 

10.2 

104.3 

33.7 

70.6 

21.2 

6.7 

7.8 

63.5 

25,000-49,999 

2.9 

178.9 

57.4 

121.5 

41.0 

11.6 

10.8 

55.4 

50,000-99,999 

0.9 

436.5 

161.4 

275.1 

80.6 

18.8 

19.8 

43.1 

100,000  and  over 

0.3 

637.4 

239.9 

397.5 

208.3 

39.5 

119.5 

52.9 

Average 

100.0 

65.0 

18.1 

46.9 

12.0 

3.9 

6.0 

71.4 

New  Orleans 

None 

6.9 

39.1 

8.0 

31.1 

9.3 

4.5 

5.0 

59.7 

Under  $1 ,000 

22.0 

22.8 

4.6 

18.2 

2.9 

1.4 

3.5 

70.0 

1,000-4,999 

27.7 

40.8 

8.6 

32.2 

6.1 

2.6 

4.9 

58.9 

5,000-9,999 

14.7 

64.4 

15.3 

49.1 

13.9 

5.5 

6.1 

42.7 

10,000-24,999 

16.2 

114.9 

31.0 

83.9 

28.6 

9.0 

6.5 

41.0 

25,000-49,999 

7.8 

171.4 

53.8 

117.6 

48.4 

13.8 

17.1 

31.7 

50,000-99,999 

3.5 

385.2 

103.7 

281.5 

86.1 

21.9 

12.2 

40.3 

100,000  and  over 

1.2 

581.8 

242.3 

339.5 

172.0 

27.2 

7.5 

14.3 

Average 

100.0 

80.7 

21.9 

58.8 

18.4 

5.8 

5.6 

52.8 

St.  Louis 

None 

6.5 

69.0 

14.9 

54.1 

13.8 

4.3 

6.1 

55.5 

Under  $1,000 

8.1 

27.1 

5.0 

22.1 

4.5 

1.6 

3.6 

72.3 

1,000-4,999 

28.3 

39.8 

9.0 

30.8 

9.1 

3.0 

4.5 

60.6 

5,000-9,999 

18.5 

54.5 

14.6 

39.9 

13.6 

4.2 

4.7 

48.7 

10,000-24,999 

23.4 

78.2 

23.8 

54.4 

23.2 

6.2 

4.8 

37.5 

25,000-49,999 

10.3 

124.5 

39.9 

84.6 

39.0 

9.5 

7.6 

29.9 

50,000-99,999 

3.9 

253.2 

83.7 

169.5 

74.4 

17.4 

11.1 

33.8 

100,000  and  over 

1.0 

445.0 

162.8 

282.2 

216.4 

38.7 

16.5 

31.6 

Average 

100.0 

73.6 

21.3 

52.3 

20.9 

5.5 

5.1 

49.1 

St.  Paul 

None 

10.8 

58.7 

14.9 

43.8 

13.0 

3.3 

5.1 

39.7 

Under  $1,000 

12.9 

42.1 

11.0 

31.1 

8.3 

2.3 

4.4 

58.3 

1,000-4,999 

40.0 

52.8 

15.5 

37.3 

11.7 

3.2 

4.6 

46.9 

5,000-9,999 

17.7 

70.3 

24.2 

46.1 

17.0 

4.4 

4.3 

39.5 

10,000-24,999 

12.9 

95.3 

36.2 

59.1 

24.0 

5.9 

5.6 

36.2 

25,000-49,999 

3.8 

136.5 

56.1 

80.4 

51.2 

10.3 

8.4 

34.2 

50,000-99,999 

1.4 

231.1 

89.8 

141.3 

75.6 

12.5 

8.6 

37.3 

100,000  and  over 

0.5 

476.8 

216.7 

260.1 

212.0 

26.7 

11.7 

15.8 

Average 

100.0 

68.3 

22.6 

45.7 

17.2 

4.2 

4.8 

44.1 

(Continued) 
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TABLE  59  continued  — Average  amounts  of  assets,  debt,  net  worth,  and  income  per  borrower,  by 
amount  advanced  per  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


nt  of 
vers 
ing 
rm 
m 

— - 

District 

and 

amount 
advanced 
by  PCA 

Percent  of 

Average  amount  per  borrower 

Percent  of 
borrowers 
receiving 
off-farm 
income 

borrowers 

receiving 

indicated 

advance 

Assets 

Total 

debt 

Net 

worth 

Gross  cash 
farm 
income 

Net  cash 
farm 
income 

Off-farm 

income1 

m) 

(Percent) 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 

(Percent) 

3 

Omaha 

None 

2.5 

66.5 

16.0 

50.5 

15.5 

4.7 

3.5 

34.9 

Under  $1 ,000 

3.7 

38.0 

9.2 

28.8 

7.8 

2.5 

3.8 

36.5 

1,000-4,999 

19.6 

43.8 

11.5 

32.3 

9.4 

3.0 

3.7 

43.0 

5,000-9,999 

19.5 

59.9 

18.4 

41.5 

12.8 

3.7 

3.4 

37.1 

10,000-24,999 

30.7 

74.7 

26.0 

48.7 

18.8 

4.4 

3.4 

26.6 

25,000-49,999 

14.3 

118.3 

50.1 

68.2 

36.7 

7.3 

3.8 

20.5 

50,000-99,999 

6.5 

168.8 

70.6 

98.2 

57.3 

9.0 

3.6 

15.3 

100,000  and  over 

3.2 

452.1 

188.1 

264.0 

173.4 

20.2 

5.0 

14.8 

Average 

100.0 

88.5 

32.3 

56.2 

25.3 

5.1 

3.6 

30.5 

Wichita 

None 

0.9 

58.7 

11.2 

47.5 

12.2 

4.3 

4.9 

57.1 

Under  $1 ,000 

5.4 

27.2 

6.1 

21.1 

3.8 

1.7 

4.5 

73.8 

1,000-4,999 

19.4 

39.3 

9.2 

30.1 

6.4 

2.1 

4.1 

65.7 

5,000-9,999 

18.9 

63.3 

19.6 

43.7 

10.5 

2.4 

3.8 

51.4 

10,000-24,999 

26.8 

107.3 

34.6 

72.7 

17.0 

2.8 

5.8 

42.5 

25,000-49,999 

15.5 

152.6 

53.3 

99.3 

30.0 

3.4 

5.5 

28.8 

50,000-99,999 

8.0 

273.4 

88.4 

185.0 

51.3 

2.3 

5.4 

16.8 

100,000  and  over 

5.1 

756.5 

265.5 

491.0 

151.6 

-3.4 

44.4 

17.1 

Average 

100.0 

134.8 

44.2 

90.6 

24.7 

2.3 

5.5 

45.0 

Houston 

None 

1.7 

49.9 

9.6 

40.3 

4.5 

2.0 

6.8 

84.0 

Under  $1 ,000 

6.9 

53.0 

9.8 

43.2 

4.2 

2.0 

5.9 

80.4 

1,000-4,999 

24.3 

38.8 

7.2 

31.6 

5.9 

2.0 

4.5 

67.5 

5,000-9,999 

19.3 

57.8 

12.1 

45.7 

11.3 

3.4 

5.3 

49.3 

10,000-24,999 

25.4 

95.8 

24.0 

71.8 

21.7 

5.8 

5.0 

38.8 

25,000-49,999 

12.6 

176.7 

46.9 

129.8 

40.8 

8.8 

9.1 

27.8 

50,000-99,999 

6.5 

319.6 

98.8 

220.8 

64.1 

11.5 

11.6 

29.2 

100,000  and  over 

3.3 

707.8 

292.4 

415.4 

182.7 

11.7 

14.6 

34.7 

Average 

100.0 

115.9 

33.0 

82.9 

24.8 

5.1 

5.8 

49.3 

Berkeley 

None 

3.6 

324.2 

79.0 

245.2 

92.9 

13.6 

14.2 

54.3 

Under  $1 ,000 

6.1 

91.6 

19.9 

71.7 

10.2 

2.2 

6.4 

86.7 

1,000-4,999 

17.8 

100.8 

21.3 

79.5 

12.2 

2.9 

6.8 

74.7 

5,000-9,999 

14.6 

147.8 

32.4 

115.4 

19.5 

4.2 

6.7 

66.4 

10,000-24,999 

23.7 

189.3 

41.2 

148.1 

29.3 

5.6 

6.7 

51 .1 

• 

25,000-49,999 

15.5 

301.2 

81.3 

219.9 

58.7 

9.3 

8.2 

43.4 

50,000-99,999 

9.6 

477.4 

119.3 

358.1 

91.6 

12.8 

12.6 

39.4 

100,000  and  over 

9.1 

790.0 

249.8 

540.2 

266.5 

22.3 

20.7 

28.1 

Average 

100.0 

266.0 

69.1 

196.9 

58.1 

7.8 

8.2 

55.4 

Spokane 

2.8 

73.8 

14.2 

59.6 

10.5 

2.1 

4.6 

71.1 

Under  $1 ,000 

4.4 

48.6 

11.4 

37.2 

9.1 

2.0 

4.1 

67.8 

1,000-4,999 

20.8 

58.7 

13.1 

45.6 

8.8 

2.8 

5.0 

61 .5 

5,000-9,999 

18.2 

74.4 

18.7 

55.7 

14.0 

3.3 

4.6 

51.2 

10,000-24,999 

27.0 

102.4 

30.9 

71.5 

20.3 

3.8 

4.9 

38.0 

25,000-49,999 

15.2 

187.5 

60.7 

126.8 

36.0 

5.1 

4.4 

25.0 

50,000-99,999 

7.6 

326.2 

117.2 

209.0 

58.5 

6.2 

10.9 

25.5 

100,000  and  over 

4.0 

649.5 

270.7 

378.8 

158.5 

7.2 

19.3 

18.9 

Average 

100.0 

136.7 

44.3 

92.4 

26.8 

3.9 

5.3 

43.8 

Total 

9.2 

72.1 

16.9 

55.2 

13.9 

4.0 

6.5 

63.4 

Under  $1,000 

12.6 

35.3 

7.8 

27.5 

5.7 

2.0 

4.3 

70.0 

1,000-4,999 

33.4 

47.6 

11.7 

35.9 

9.7 

3.2 

4.8 

59.8 

5,000-9,999 

16.3 

70.5 

19.8 

50.7 

15.3 

4.6 

5.4 

51 .5 

10,000-24,999 

16.7 

105.8 

31.6 

74.2 

24.3 

6.3 

6.5 

43.0 

25,000-49,999 

7.2 

173.0 

55.6 

117.4 

45.0 

9.5 

10.0 

34.1 

50,000-99,999 

3.1 

315.0 

101.8 

213.2 

78.1 

12.3 

13.5 

30.2 

100,000  and  over 

1.5 

680.0 

251.8 

428.2 

203.7 

17.8 

31.4 

25.7 

Average 

100.0 

88.5 

25.9 

62.6 

20.5 

4.8 

5.8 

54.0 

Average  off-farm  income  per  borrower  receiving  off-farm  income. 
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TABLE  60  — Average  amounts  of  assets,  debt,  net  worth,  and  income  per  borrower,  by  amount 
of  gross  cash  farm  income  received  per  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


District 

Percent  of 

Average  amount  per  borrower 

Percent  of 

and 

amount  of 
gross  cash 
farm  income 

borrowers 
receiving 
indicated 
gross  farm 
income 

Assets 

Total 

debt 

Net 

worth 

Gross  cash 
farm 
income 

Net  cash 
farm 
income 

Off-farm 

l 

income 

borrowers 

receiving 

off-farm 

income 

(Percent) 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 

(Percent) 

Springfield 

None 

0.5 

180.5 

19.4 

161.1 

0 

0 

16.9 

100.0 

Under  $2,500 

4.1 

35.8 

6.0 

29.8 

1.2 

0.4 

7.9 

100.0 

2,500-4,999 

3.2 

56.5 

11.6 

44.9 

3.6 

0.9 

7.4 

97.9 

5,000-9,999 

11.0 

37.3 

8.0 

29.3 

7.4 

2.6 

4.7 

67.1 

10,000-19,999 

29.1 

48.7 

12.8 

35.9 

14.8 

4.8 

4.2 

44.6 

20,000-39,999 

32.0 

85.2 

23.2 

62.0 

27.4 

8.1 

5.8 

28.3 

40,000-79,999 

13.7 

142.9 

42.6 

100.3 

54.2 

13.0 

5.8 

23.4 

80,000  and  over 

6.4 

312.2 

95.1 

217.1 

164.2 

29.8 

29.8 

19.8 

Average 

100.0 

89.4 

24.7 

64.7 

32.0 

8.0 

6.3 

41.6 

Baltimore 

None 

1.6 

55.6 

17.1 

38.5 

0 

8.2 

96.4 

Under  $2,500 

16.1 

33.0 

8.2 

24.8 

1.3 

0.5 

5.9 

95.8 

2,500-4,999 

15.1 

39.7 

9.3 

30.4 

3.4 

1.5 

5.3 

83.2 

5,000-9,999 

17.9 

51.0 

12.6 

38.4 

7.0 

2.8 

5.4 

68.6 

10,000-19,999 

24.1 

68.2 

18.0 

50,2 

14.1 

4.9 

4.9 

51.5 

20,000-39,999 

15.7 

104.3 

31.6 

72.7 

27.0 

9.2 

5.6 

39.6 

40,000-79,999 

6.2 

223.3 

65.4 

157.9 

52.6 

16.3 

9.2 

37.3 

80,000  and  over 

3.3 

372.6 

115.6 

257.0 

175.4 

23.1 

21.7 

41.4 

Average 

100.0 

80.2 

22.4 

57.8 

18.6 

5.2 

6.0 

64.1 

Columbia 

None 

1.4 

73.4 

18.0 

55.4 

0 

-0.3 

10.8 

88.5 

Under  $2,500 

19.1 

28.7 

6.0 

22.7 

1.4 

0.7 

5.7 

88.1 

2,500-4,999 

19.1 

32.7 

7.0 

25.7 

3.6 

1.7 

4.8 

66.7 

5,000-9,999 

23.7 

42.5 

10.3 

32.2 

7.0 

3.2 

5.3 

55.0 

10,000-19,999 

18.3 

75.2 

19.0 

56.2 

14.0 

5.6 

6.5 

49.7 

20,000-39,999 

10.0 

132.8 

36.1 

96.7 

27.0 

8.8 

9.5 

47.2 

40,000-79,999 

5.3 

217.5 

58.6 

158.9 

54.2 

14.1 

10.8 

48.1 

80,000  and  over 

3.1 

543.2 

159.0 

384.2 

205.7 

28.4 

30.4 

43.6 

Average 

100.0 

78.1 

20.3 

57.8 

17.1 

4.7 

6.7 

61.5 

Louisville 

None 

1.4 

42.7 

10.4 

32.3 

0 

6.9 

81.5 

Under  $2,500 

17.8 

27.5 

6.6 

20.9 

1.4 

0.4 

5.7 

95.4 

2,500-4,999 

19.8 

34.6 

8.0 

26.6 

3.6 

1.3 

5.2 

84.9 

5,000-9,999 

23.6 

48.7 

12,0 

36.7 

7.0 

2.7 

5.7 

70.1 

10,000-19,999 

22.1 

70.3 

18.8 

51.5 

13.7 

5.0 

5.9 

57.2 

20,000-39,999 

10.9 

123.0 

38.8 

84.2 

27.1 

9.1 

6.6 

48.6 

40,000-79,999 

3.3 

200.1 

59.3 

140.8 

52.7 

16.3 

9.7 

47.4 

80,000  and  over 

1.1 

513.6 

180.0 

333.6 

153.8 

30.7 

48.2 

41.9 

Average 

100.0 

65.0 

18.1 

46.9 

12.0 

3.9 

6.0 

71.4 

New  Orleans 

None 

0.8 

33.9 

8.7 

25.2 

0 

2 

6.0 

85.7 

Under  $2,500 

23.5 

20.8 

4.1 

16.7 

1.3 

0.6 

4.1 

79.4 

2,500-4,999 

14.9 

36.9 

8.0 

28.9 

3.5 

1.6 

5.2 

62.8 

5,000-9,999 

18.1 

46.4 

10.5 

35.9 

7.0 

3.3 

5.7 

52.3 

10,000-19,999 

17.3 

65.4 

16.7 

48.7 

13.8 

5.5 

7.0 

41.7 

20,000-39,999 

12.4 

116.4 

31.9 

84.5 

27.9 

9.5 

5.5 

29.4 

40,000-79,999 

8.9 

193.5 

61.3 

132.2 

55.3 

14.9 

13.1 

26.4 

80,000  and  over 

4.1 

457.3 

133.0 

324.3 

136.8 

32.3 

9.6 

34.2 

Average 

100.0 

80.7 

21.9 

58.8 

18.4 

5.8 

5.6 

52.8 

St,  Louis 

None 

0.4 

55.0 

10.1 

44.9 

0 

-0.2 

11.6 

64.3 

Under  $2,500 

10.4 

20.5 

4.3 

16.2 

1.4 

0.5 

4.5 

89.6 

2,500-4,999 

10.8 

31.0 

6.9 

24.1 

3.6 

1.3 

5.0 

76.8 

5,000-9,999 

17.4 

41.1 

10.4 

30.7 

7.1 

2.4 

4.5 

57.0 

10,000-19,999 

27.2 

54.8 

15.1 

39.7 

14.0 

4.4 

4.3 

41.9 

20,000-39,999 

21.3 

83.7 

26.1 

57.6 

26.7 

7.4 

4.7 

29.7 

40,000-79,999 

9.4 

169.6 

52.9 

116.7 

52.7 

12.7 

6.2 

29.3 

80,000  and  over 

3.1 

389.2 

115.2 

274.0 

152.2 

30.6 

24.9 

28.1 

Average 

100.0 

73.6 

21.3 

52.3 

20.9 

5.5 

5.1 

49.1 

St.  Paul 

None 

1.0 

49.7 

1 1.6 

38.1 

0 

0 

8.7 

55.8 

Under  $2,500 

4.4 

29.7 

7.6 

22.1 

1.5 

0.1 

6.7 

91.1 

2,500-4,999 

8.1 

30.9 

8.8 

22.1 

3.7 

0.7 

5.8 

74.2 

5,000-9,999 

24.0 

38.8 

10.8 

28.0 

7.4 

1.8 

4.1 

52.6 

10,000-19,999 

38.8 

60.9 

19.7 

41.2 

14.0 

3.9 

4.0 

35.6 

20,000-39,999 

17.6 

102.6 

37.0 

65.6 

26.2 

6.9 

5.1 

30.5 

40,000-79,999 

4.6 

171.5 

61.5 

110.0 

52.2 

11.2 

7.1 

31.1 

80,000  and  over 

1.5 

343.7 

125.3 

218.4 

178.4 

29.0 

8.8 

23.0 

Average 

100.0 

68.3 

22.6 

45.7 

17,2 

4.2 

4.8 

44.1 

(Continued) 


Production  Credit  Associations 


TABLE  60  continued  — Average  amounts  of  assets,  debt,  net  worth,  and  income  per  borrower,  by  amount  of 
gross  cash  farm  income  received  per  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


nt  of 
vers 
ing 
arm 
me 

District 

and 

amount  of 
gross  cash 
farm  income 

Percent  of 

Average  amount  per  borrower 

Percent  of 
borrowers 
receiving 
off-farm 
income 

borrowers 
receiving 
indicated 
gross  farm 
income 

Assets 

Total 

debt 

Net 

worth 

Gross  cash 
farm 
income 

Net  cash 
farm 
income 

Off-farm 

1 

income 

Ml 

(Percent) 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 

(Percent) 

.0 

Omaha 

.0 

None 

0.6 

4.2 

1.5 

2.7 

0 

0 

2.1 

20.0 

1 

Under  $2,500 

3.0 

21.8 

6.6 

15.2 

1.6 

-0.5 

4.6 

70.6  * 

.6 

2,500-4,999 

5.6 

27.8 

8.1 

19.7 

3.8 

0.7 

3.8 

60.4 

.3 

5,000-9,999 

18.5 

43.2 

13.8 

29.4 

7.4 

1.8 

3.0 

43.8  k 

.4 

10,000-19,999 

34.5 

61.6 

20.6 

41.0 

14.2 

3.8 

3.5 

26.9 

.8 

20,000-39,999 

23.9 

99.3 

37  8 

61.5 

27.2 

6.5 

3.6 

21.3  J 

.6 

40,000-79,999 

9.9 

168.5 

61.1 

107.4 

53.4 

9.9 

3.8 

20.0 

80,000  and  over 

4.0 

409.8 

170.3 

239.5 

171.7 

22.6 

8.5 

10.1 

4 

Average 

100.0 

88.5 

32.3 

56.2 

25.3 

5.1 

3.6 

30.5 

2 

Wichita 

6 

None 

1.8 

231.5 

43.7 

187.8 

0 

-0.6 

40.1 

48.1 

5 

Under  $2,500 

8.0 

24.1 

7.1 

17.0 

1.4 

-0.2 

4.6 

84.7 

6 

2,500-4,999 

10.8 

40.0 

10.4 

29.6 

3.6 

0.3 

3.8 

67.5 

3 

5,000-9,999 

19.9 

51.8 

15.8 

36.0 

7.2 

1.2 

4.1 

53.9  % 

1 

10,000-19,999 

24.7 

86.0 

29.0 

57.0 

14.2 

2.7 

3.5 

43.3 

20,000-39,999 

20.7 

164.0 

52.0 

112.0 

27.5 

2.9 

8.5 

28.4 

40,000-79,999 

9.1 

266.8 

95.2 

171.6 

52.4 

6.4 

4.9 

23.1 

5 

80,000  and  over 

5.0 

692.2 

239.7 

452.5 

175.7 

4.1 

16.8 

13.5 

i 

Average 

100.0 

134.8 

44.2 

90.6 

24.7 

2.3 

5.5 

45.0 

0 

1 

Houston 

2 

None 

1.1 

115.4 

37.4 

78.0 

0 

-0.1 

9.4 

100.0 

1 

Under  $2,500 

11.3 

25.0 

5.8 

19.2 

1.4 

0.5 

4.9 

86.2 

6 

2,500-4,999 

12.5 

36.9 

7.5 

29.4 

3.6 

1.2 

4.7 

76.2 

S 

5,000-9,999 

17.4 

58.7 

11.9 

46.8 

7.2 

2.2 

5.1 

57.0 

10,000-19,999 

21.9 

72.9 

16.5 

56.4 

14.1 

3.8 

4.9 

42.1 

5 

20,000-39,999 

19.3 

132.2 

37.5 

94.7 

28.5 

5.6 

6.8 

29.8  i. 

4 

40,000-79,999 

1 1.6 

243.8 

65.7 

178.1 

55.1 

13.3 

9.4 

21.5 

9 

80,000  and  over 

4.9 

557.6 

214.5 

343.1 

164.5 

21.0 

16.8 

30.6 

1 

2 

Average 

100.0 

115.9 

33.0 

82.9 

24.8 

5.1 

5.8 

49.3 

6 

Berkeley 

r 

None 

1.2 

215.4 

46.7 

168.7 

0 

0 

11.0 

100.0 

Under  $2,500 

5.6 

57.9 

13.0 

44.9 

1.5 

0.2 

6.6 

83  6 

2,500-4,999 

7.2 

56.7 

12.5 

44.2 

3.5 

0.8 

7.2 

92.9 

5,000-9,999 

13.9 

104.1 

22.5 

81.6 

7.3 

1.5 

6.7 

80.9 

10,000-19,999 

18.1 

159.4 

44.4 

115.0 

14.2 

3.2 

7.4 

64.4 

20,000-39,999 

19.0 

202.5 

47.2 

155.3 

27.2 

5.4 

6.2 

46.2 

40,000-79,999 

17.0 

318.8 

76.4 

242.4 

56.3 

9.1 

9.8 

33.1 

80,000  and  over 

18.0 

667.7 

187.9 

479.8 

219.0 

24.1 

16.5 

30.7  ^ 

' 

Average 

100.0 

266.0 

69.1 

196.9 

58.1 

7.8 

8.2 

55.4 

Spokane 

None 

3.4 

41.1 

12.8 

28.3 

0 

-2.5 

5.2 

68.9 

Under  $2,500 

5.2 

42.9 

10.3 

32.6 

1.4 

-0.2 

6.1 

81.2 

2,500-4,999 

8.2 

49.6 

11.0 

38.6 

3.8 

0.8 

5.3 

84.5 

5,000-9,999 

17.8 

61.0 

14.7 

46.3 

7.3 

1.5 

4.5 

56.9 

10,000-19,999 

25.5 

86.4 

25.8 

60.6 

14.3 

2.6 

3.7 

38.7 

20,000-39,999 

22.0 

149.9 

48.2 

101.7 

27.8 

5.2 

5.2 

28.5 

40,000-79,999 

12.4 

267.4 

88.9 

178.5 

54.8 

8.7 

8.6 

26.5 

80,000  and  over 

5.5 

542.8 

209.0 

333.8 

154.0 

13.5 

17.2 

14.9 

Average 

100.0 

136.7 

44.3 

92.4 

26.8 

3.9 

5.3 

43.8 

Total 

1.2 

75.0 

17.5 

57.5 

0 

-0.4 

10.1 

76.4 

Under  $2,500 

12.2 

27.4 

6.3 

21.1 

1.4 

0.4 

5.4 

89.6 

2,500-4,999 

13.0 

35.3 

8.1 

27.2 

3.6 

1.3 

5.1 

76.3 

5,000-9,999 

20.3 

46.9 

11.8 

35.1 

7.1 

2.4 

5.0 

59.2 

10,000-19,999 

25.5 

68.2 

19.5 

48.7 

14.0 

4.3 

5.0 

43.9 

20,000-39,999 

16.8 

115.5 

35.7 

79.8 

27.1 

7.3 

6.2 

33.9  ^ 

40,000-79,999 

7.5 

208.9 

63.6 

145.3 

53.8 

12.3 

8.5 

31 .0 

80,000  and  over 

3.5 

500.7 

162.1 

338.6 

176.7 

24.6 

23.0 

28.4 

Average 

100.0 

88.5 

25.9 

62.6 

20.5 

4.8 

5.8 

54.0 

edl 

1 Average  amount  of  off-fc 

3rm  income  rece 

ived  per  borrower  receiving  such  income. 

2 Less  than  $50  net  loss. 

1 

1 
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TABLE  61  — Average  amounts  of  assets,  debt,  net  worth,  and  income  per  borrower,  by  amount 
of  assets  owned  by  the  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


District 

and 

amount 

of 

assets 

Percent  of 
borrowers 
having 
indicated 
assets 

Average  amount  per  borrower 

Percent  ol 
borrowers 
receiving 
off-farm 
income 

Assets 

Total 

debt 

Net 

worth 

Gross  cash 
farm 
income 

Net  cash 
farm 
income 

Off-farm 

1 

income 

(Percent) 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 

(Percent) 

Springfield 

Under  $15,000 

2.1 

11.0 

3.0 

8.0 

6.7 

2.3 

4.2 

71.9 

15,000-24,999 

6.7 

20.9 

4.9 

16.0 

8.2 

2.7 

4.8 

63.4 

25,000-39,999 

17.2 

32.8 

8.0 

24.8 

12.7 

4.0 

4.4 

51.0 

40,000-59,999 

23.8 

49.2 

13.2 

36.0 

18.2 

5.6 

4.5 

43.7 

60,000-99,999 

24.5 

76.7 

21.7 

55.0 

27.7 

7.7 

4.6 

36.6 

100,000-199,999 

18.3 

134.7 

39.4 

95.3 

49.2 

12.1 

9.3 

29.7 

200,000-499,999 

6.2 

283.0 

77.4 

205.6 

92.3 

18.8 

14.7 

28.0 

500,000  and  over 

1.2 

778.0 

200.8 

577.2 

273.1 

40.5 

59.7 

44.4 

Average 

100.0 

89.4 

24.7 

64.7 

32.0 

8.0 

6.3 

41.6 

Baltimore 

Under  $15,000 

10.6 

9.4 

2.6 

6.8 

3.4 

1.4 

3.1 

73.5 

15,000-24,999 

13.4 

20.3 

5.3 

15.0 

5.2 

2.1 

4.2 

73.9 

25,000-39,999 

19.6 

32.5 

8.6 

23.9 

7.9 

2.9 

4.5 

70.9 

40,000-59,999 

17.8 

48.9 

13.0 

35.9 

11.8 

4.2 

4.9 

61.7 

60,000-99,999 

17.6 

76.6 

20.9 

55.7 

21.4 

5.9 

5.9 

53.2 

100,000-199,999 

13.9 

138.8 

41.2 

97.6 

32.0 

10.4 

7.4 

54.9 

200,000-499,999 

5.8 

291.0 

79.6 

211.4 

70.7 

13.3 

14.4 

61.2 

500,000  and  over 

1.3 

907.5 

260.3 

647.2 

125.7 

14.4 

36.5 

73.9 

Average 

100.0 

80.2 

22.4 

57.8 

18.6 

5.2 

6.0 

64.1 

Columbia 

Under  $15,000 

20.4 

8.9 

2.2 

6.7 

3.7 

1.7 

2.5 

55.8 

15,000-24,999 

17.0 

19.7 

5.0 

14.7 

5.1 

2.3 

3.7 

65.1 

25,000-39,999 

18.1 

31.9 

8.4 

23.5 

7.3 

3.1 

4.8 

63.2 

40,000-59,999 

14.3 

48.9 

13.1 

35.8 

11.4 

4.3 

5.2 

63.7 

60,000-99,999 

13.3 

76.9 

20.6 

56.3 

18.9 

6.2 

6.8 

58.5 

100,000-199,999 

10.3 

135.7 

35.1 

100.6 

32.0 

8.9 

9.8 

60.9 

200,000-499,999 

4.7 

314.8 

78.5 

236.3 

74.6 

13.7 

21.5 

66.2 

500,000  and  over 

1.9 

1,096.8 

285.9 

810.9 

164.1 

23.2 

41.4 

72.6 

Average 

100.0 

78.1 

20.3 

57.8 

17.1 

4.7 

6.7 

61.5 

Louisville 

Under  $15,000 

12.9 

9.4 

2.0 

7.4 

3.4 

1.4 

3.5 

76.0 

15,000-24,999 

16.0 

19.9 

4.5 

15.4 

5.1 

1.9 

4.2 

77.0 

25,000-39,999 

21.0 

32.1 

8.0 

24.1 

6.7 

2.4 

5.0 

76.4 

40,000-59,999 

17.4 

48.7 

12.6 

36.1 

9.8 

3.4 

5.5 

71.8 

60,000-99,999 

17.6 

76.0 

20.4 

55.6 

15.0 

5.1 

5.9 

63.7 

100,000-199,999 

10.9 

136.1 

39.8 

96.3 

24.0 

7.5 

8.8 

61.0 

200,000-499,999 

3.4 

283.9 

79.4 

204.5 

43.3 

12.6 

14.8 

68.4 

500,000  and  over 

0.8 

905.1 

308.5 

596.6 

111.3 

24.4 

62.0 

69.4 

Average 

100.0 

65.0 

18.1 

46.9 

12.0 

3.9 

6.0 

71.4 

New  Orleans 

Under  $15,000 

21.5 

8.5 

1.8 

6.7 

2.6 

1.1 

2.6 

57.7 

15,000-24,999 

15.6 

19.9 

5.0 

14.9 

5.2 

2.4 

3.7 

58.6 

25,000-39,999 

15.9 

32.4 

8.3 

24.1 

7.7 

3.4 

4.4 

57.4 

40,000-59,999 

12.8 

48.9 

12.7 

36.2 

13.5 

4.9 

5.1 

53.9 

60,000-99,999 

12.1 

78.3 

21.0 

57.3 

22.7 

7.6 

6.5 

43.8 

100,000-199,999 

13.3 

140.8 

39.6 

101.2 

34.6 

10.8 

1 1.2 

42.0 

200,000-499,999 

7.0 

296.7 

80.7 

216.0 

63.1 

16.6 

12.2 

48.8 

500,000  and  over 

1.8 

856.3 

238.7 

617.6 

129.2 

26.1 

18.1 

53.1 

Average 

100.0 

80.7 

21.9 

58.8 

18.4 

5.8 

5.6 

52.8 

St.  Louis 

Under  $15,000 

13.4 

9.5 

2.3 

7.2 

5.3 

1.6 

2.9 

64.4 

15,000-24,999 

14.9 

20.1 

4.9 

15.2 

9.7 

2.7 

3.5 

55.8 

25,000-39,999 

18.9 

32.2 

9.0 

23.2 

12.7 

3.6 

4.1 

50.5 

40,000-59,999 

16.5 

49.2 

13.4 

35.8 

16.3 

4.5 

4.8 

49.1 

60,000-99,999 

18.0 

76.0 

22.5 

53.5 

22.3 

6.3 

5.3 

44.5 

100,000-199,999 

12.0 

137.8 

43.3 

94.5 

36.7 

9.6 

7.3 

32.1 

200,000-499,999 

5.2 

289.5 

91.6 

197.9 

71.5 

17.1 

10.2 

36.3 

500,000  and  over 

1.1 

918.2 

214.8 

703.4 

146.7 

30.7 

34.7 

67.5 

Average 

100.0 

73.6 

21.3 

52.3 

20.9 

5.5 

5.1 

49.1 

St.  Paul 

Under  $15,000 

5.5 

10.3 

3.0 

7.3 

6.1 

1.6 

3.6 

53.1 

15,000-24,999 

10.1 

20.4 

5.7 

14.7 

7.2 

1.8 

4.2 

54.2 

25,000-39,999 

19.7 

32.5 

9.5 

23.0 

8.6 

2.2 

4.2 

55.6 

40,000-59,999 

22.1 

49.1 

15.7 

33.4 

12.0 

3.3 

4.4 

44.4 

60,000-99,999 

25.8 

76.0 

25.4 

50.6 

18.1 

4.7 

4.4 

36.3 

100,000-199,999 

13.7 

133.9 

46.1 

87.8 

30.6 

7.4 

5.3 

31.3 

200,000-499,999 

2.8 

289.1 

99.7 

189.4 

68  7 

13.8 

18.8 

42.7 

500,000  and  over 

0.3 

857.7 

310.3 

547.4 

387.2 

44.8 

33.0 

45.5 

Average 

100.0 

68.3 

22.6 

45.7 

17.2 

4.2 

4.8 

44.1 

(Continued) 


Production  Credit  Associations 

TABLE  61  continued  — Average  amounts  of  assets,  debt,  net  worth,  and  income  per  borrower  by 
amount  of  assets  owned  by  the  borrower,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1966 


District 

and 

amount 

of 

assets 

Percent  of 
borrowers 
having 
indicated 
assets 

(Percent) 

Omaha 

Under  $15,000 

7.5 

15,000-24,999 

10.4 

25,000-39,999 

15.6 

40,000-59,999 

17.7 

60,000-99,999 

23.8 

100,000-199,999 

18.3 

200,000-499,999 

5.2 

500,000  and  over 

1.5 

Average 

100.0 

Wichita 

Under  $1 5,000 

10.5 

15,000-24,999 

9.3 

25,000-39,999 

12.1 

40,000-59,999 

15.2 

60,000-99,999 

19.2 

100,000-199,999 

19.2 

200,000-499,999 

9.8 

500,000  and  over 

4.7 

Average 

100.0 

Houston 

Under  $15,000 

11.9 

15,000-24,999 

12.1 

25,000-39,999 

14.8 

40,000-59,999 

14.7 

60,000-99,999 

17.0 

100,000-199,999 

15.6 

200,000-499,999 

10.8 

500,000  and  over 

3.1 

Average 

100.0 

Berkeley 

Under  $1 5,000 

1.8 

15,000-24,999 

2.0 

25,000-39,999 

5.3 

40,000-59,999 

1 1.2 

60,000-99,999 

17.0 

100,000-  199,999 

27.1 

200,000-499,999 

23.4 

500,000  and  over 

12.2 

Average 

100.0 

Spokane 

Under  $15,000 

4.3 

15,000-24,999 

6.0 

25,000-39,999 

10.8 

40,000-59,999 

14.6 

60,000-99,999 

22.5 

100,000-  199,999 

24.4 

200,000-499,999 

14.0 

500,000  and  over 

3.4 

Average 

100.0 

Total 

Under  $1 5,000 

11.7 

15,000-24,999 

12.8 

25,000-39,999 

17.5 

40,000-59,999 

17.0 

60,000-99,999 

18.8 

100,000-  199,999 

14.2 

200,000-499,999 

6.1 

500,000  and  over 

1.9 

Average 

100.0 

Average  amount  per  borrower 

Total 

Net 

Gross  cash 

Net  cash 

Off-farm 

Assets 

farm 

farm 

1 

debt 

worth 

income 

income 

income 

(Thousands 

of  dollars) 

9.6 

3.1 

6.5 

5.9 

1.6 

2.9 

20.2 

6.5 

13.7 

10.8 

2.6 

2.9 

32.4 

1 1.5 

20.9 

12.8 

3.4 

3.7 

49.6 

18.6 

31.0 

16.0 

4.1 

3.2 

77.8 

28.5 

49.3 

21.8 

4.8 

3.3 

135.9 

49.8 

86.1 

35.7 

7.4 

4.5 

299.2 

104.2 

195.0 

71.8 

10.9 

8.1 

877.6 

338.4 

539.2 

231.1 

27.8 

5.5 

88.5 

32.3 

56.2 

25.3 

5.1 

3.6 

9.4 

2.8 

6.6 

4.3 

0.9 

3.3 

20.2 

6.9 

13.3 

6.8 

1.0 

3.7 

32.8 

9.8 

23.0 

9.0 

2.1 

3.9 

49.4 

17.8 

31.6 

13.2 

2.3 

4.0 

78.4 

26.7 

51.7 

20.1 

3.1 

4.1 

139.7 

48.0 

91.7 

29.9 

3.4 

4.3 

301.7 

99.5 

202.2 

43.8 

3.2 

7.4 

1,050.1 

327.0 

723.1 

140.9 

-1.3 

76.8 

134.8 

44.2 

90.6 

24.7 

2.3 

5.5 

9.5 

2.1 

7.4 

5.1 

1.7 

2.9 

20.4 

4.8 

15.6 

8.2 

2.5 

4.4 

32.5 

7.5 

25.0 

11.2 

3.3 

4.7 

49.6 

10.6 

39.0 

15.3 

5.0 

5.0 

76.5 

19.6 

56.9 

18.6 

4.7 

5.0 

139.5 

33.4 

106.1 

35.1 

8.5 

6.8 

307.1 

87.8 

219.3 

60.2 

11.1 

10.4 

1,041.1 

371.5 

669.6 

135.7 

0.7 

30.5 

115.9 

33.0 

82.9 

24.8 

5.1 

5.8 

6.8 

1.6 

5.2 

6.5 

1.1 

4.6 

19.8 

5.9 

13.9 

9.4 

2.4 

4.5 

33.8 

1 1.2 

22.6 

9.3 

2.3 

6.1 

50.5 

12.3 

38.2 

12.2 

2.9 

5.2 

79.4 

21.3 

58.1 

24.1 

5.0 

6.3 

142.5 

38.5 

104.0 

35.6 

5.8 

6.4 

307.9 

78.9 

229.0 

80.7 

10.8 

9.1 

1,100.2 

283.5 

816.7 

191.4 

18.9 

23.8 

266.0 

69.1 

196.9 

58.1 

7.8 

8.2 

7.1 

1.8 

5.3 

3.8 

0.9 

2.6 

20.3 

4.6 

15.7 

6.8 

1.1 

3.6 

32.8 

8.6 

24.2 

8.0 

2.0 

4.0 

50.5 

14.0 

36.5 

11.6 

2.5 

4.6 

77.6 

22.3 

55.3 

17.4 

3.9 

4.3 

137.2 

46.2 

91.0 

27.4 

4.8 

5.4 

306.0 

98.5 

207.5 

60.3 

7.2 

7.8 

909.8 

324.3 

585.5 

137.2 

4.6 

26.5 

136.7 

44.3 

92.4 

26.8 

3.9 

5.3 

9.2 

2.2 

7.0 

4.1 

1.5 

3.0 

20.0 

5.1 

14.9 

6.6 

2.2 

4.0 

32.3 

8.8 

23.5 

8.9 

2.9 

4.6 

49.1 

13.9 

35.2 

12.9 

3.9 

4.9 

76.7 

22.7 

54.0 

19.6 

5.4 

5.4 

137.2 

41.9 

95.3 

32.5 

8.0 

7.7 

298.8 

87.2 

211.6 

65.9 

12.2 

13.7 

996.6 

293.8 

702.8 

164.0 

17.6 

38.2 

88.5 

25.9 

62.6 

20.5 

4.8 

5.8 

Percent  of 
borrowers 
receiving 
off-farm 


(Percent) 


49.6 

40.7 

35.2 

30.7 
28.0 

19.8 

21.3 
12.0 
30.5 


68.6 

67.4 

55.3 

50.0 

38.4 

33.8 

25.5 

18.8 

45.0 


62.5 

57.0 

54.8 

50.9 

52.2 
36.4 
32.7 

41.3 

49.3 


72.2 

78.9 

82.7 

77.3 

63.9 
50.2 
41.5 

43.7 

55.4 


60.3 

55.0 

57.2 

55.6 

49.8 

31.5 

24.6 

37.8 

43.8 


63.3 

64.0 

61.0 

55.0 

47.5 

41.5 
42.8 
48.7 

54.0 


Average  amount  of  off-farm  income  received  per  borrower  receiving  off-farm  income. 
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